^ T^^^-33004/99 


3fRH 



REGD. NO. D. L-33004/99 


Q^ke (Baxette of 3udia 


oFJT 


mimm 

EXTRAORDINARY 
»inTI—^3PJ¥l 
PARTI—Secdonl 
UTftra^ ^ Tra >if^id 
PUBUSHED BY AUIHORHY 


158] 
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NEW DELHI, THURSDAY, JUNE 14, 2007/JYAISTHA 24,1929 


^ arflRfenr 

• ^ 14 2007 

irftuTDT 

317^ip 3Ter^ ^ ^ 

’H^fftlrT Micntlell ( ) “^rNr I 

TT. 8/1/2001 (1995 if 

1975 (1^ ^^d<4M5fx|TcT ^ ^ #RTg^ (Rlf^ 

^3ff ^ w ^ ^ircfjcid ^ dwr ^ ^ 

f^RR, 1995 (f^ f%?R ^ cqpT ^ ^; 




2. -ZR: VJH^^ ^ EZJH if ^ (IM 

iff ^ 7T2n ^ if ^ ^7^ 37^ ^ iJeT ^ 3^1 ^ R^lRfd %^RT1WT ^ 

3TFiTcft w qicdyltff OTP? vjn% ^ c 5 ^ ^ 15 . 2.2002 ^ 

^ll^RjOTT W 8/1/2001-# # T? # ^ vjrf^ 3?fcfir tSTTcT «|Ru|h 1 ^ arf^Rjl^RT SP I 
^ ^i RR'C mtoxx] gRT ITRI^ vOT mRuir 15.5.2001 ^ 3rt^f?J£RT ^0 
8/1/2001-# # T? # ^ virRi? ^fllRjfTRT ^ ^ I Rrfer 5nftm># ^ ^ 

Rdicr> 15.2.2002 # aifejrlHI Rto 8/1/2001-# # X? # ^ STf^RjRRT 
^ 3fR ^ 3Tf^ ^ 27.3.2002 ^ 

3lRr^xPTT ^0 31/2002-#.^! ^ R>?TT OTT SH I 

2789 GI/2007 , (1) 
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3 ^ ^ 9 ^ (5) ^ 3?^^ ^0 

TOf^O. 3tcFJ^ 

^ |3TT ^ sirgR ^ ^ ^ 

^ cm ^ ^ ^11^ ^ ^ aft^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

5rf^ ^ ^ «ft. ^ cm me^rM anr^ ^rra 

^ ^ ^ TFOT «iT ^ ^ w ^ 

^#7t ^ ;3f%^ ^ ^ ^ 4ieHM ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ 1^ w me«= f M ^ ^ ^ «il^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 5^= 

5ntH ^ ^ %. Mi<iH%«ft (Rui^qcp ^Fjten) w^ 1^ 15.6.2006 

^ T^ >H i jv>tP r^ ^0 8/1/2001 {xr^ xr8 arr^-^ 

il^A^H , awi^im A McTJjf^ia f3TT I 

IS. uf^ai 


4 . ^ mi ^ ^ m( 55^ ^ TOR Rh^l w t:- 

(i) wAm ^ ^ ^ ^ Mll^Jcbl'^ ^ -OT?! ^ ^ 6 ( 4 ) ^ 

^ ^ 5n?T f^ra^^f^/afmrWr ^ ^ ad^^j^ ^ srfcT ^ ^ 

(ii) f^ ^ ar^^ wm ^ ^ ^ 1^ ^ ^ 

^ sft; 

(iii) t^TJFi 6 ( 2 ) ^ ai^^ ^ A ^ ^ ^m^n^Rfr cdt w^r ^ 

^ ^r w^ ai^ ^ ^ ^ ^ s5t ^ aiti^ ^ ^ fM^/^cqr^ ^ 

(^PtfS i g ^ y^HNcft ^ ^ <1cfT? ^ I 

(iv) ar?^ ^ ^ ^ ^0 ^0 f^o ^ 

ariri^ sn ftRT^ ^ TRH 8 n 1 ^ ^ aml^ ^ ^ 

Tji aicRR w? l ■^cTT^T^ ^ Pi^^ocp ^ ^ 'ticiie ^ ^ arj^ 

i\7u SIT ^ 1 ^rert% ^rr 5 r A ar^fer g^Ri 51^ ^ 1 ^ 22.2^2 007 

^ xr5T HT2ZR % ^Rl^ R>iJI 1^ Pj<4lcicp ^ 'tldl^ ^ ^ ^ % I 

Rjil^cb m ^jcrmRT irt g>tf^'gxRT ^ .g5t ^ sft 1 

(v) 6 ( 4 ) ^ 31^^ araw^ ^5RT ^ ^ 55 ^ I'T ’TR^ ^ 4^g3it ^ 
stra ai4id4>i jrats^natt ^ jR’iralcrai '^'41 i 

(vi) ^ rHij1d4>/>jcMi<4> tisn sjraRra? ^ MHidcil w? ^ 

%\ 



[^ 1 — 1 ] 


^ Wra : dTRim<u| 


3 


(vii) Pi^ 5 cicpX 3 n^^i 2 t>VM 41 cwii 3 ff cWT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f 

5Rg^ ^ ^ t, ^ 3itt6<^V!) f^4cich, 311 ^Wc1>/h5|^| IwT tj^; tTHT 

■»RT t I 


(^0 ^ ^ ^ '^rm 3r^ ^ aiRRft ^ sifft ^ smwr 

^ ^ ^f^il^cf) 3n^ T?t ^TTf^ ^P>^^iid4; (t ^ ^) ^ 

\ ^ ^ ^ 71X7 aicRt^ oqniR ^ ^ (sn^ 

4t 3TT^ XJ^) iiIKt 317^5^ ^ 37T^ 4t 371^ 7^ ^ STT I 

(ix) ^qiW ^tiidH ^ ^ 3 iRJ^ ptM T^ ^ # 3nt^ It 30 ^ 

3nf ?T8n ^ I * 

5 f . 

(x) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3 ?TR^ji^b TO f^o, afk 

^0 4>l^choti xi^ ^«X^VJ| f^O, ^ >5cRT/3?t^ JR^cT ^ 

(xi) ^ ^ vifm ^ ^ ^ x^ ^ ^ 

3fk ^ iiPlf?fc|d ^ TTTf^ % ^ ^ 

^ ^fmM ^ ^ 1^ TI^lfl^T ^ f^' ^iWld : ^ 

(x^t XT XT T^t) ^ ^TTEIR xj^ vJtjVi siyi M>t^d W ^T^rg: ^TRJIXR 

%dT I 


(xii) jnf^ixl % fta«j«6l XT§id>Kl TO xfifed> ^ ^ ^[d% ^ fcH? fe d I d? 20 
2006 ^ ^fffeuTfe^ ^grof ^ iWr ^ ^ sffefefWr ^ to ferzn i 

^V?ife d? vg^ 4 TO^^ xrgi^ ^ 4fed? W ^ TOd.fejXT ttxt fe^ ^ 

foTf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ «JT I fld^ TTTO>7^ ^ TOT fef%d 

k>c^^cpxu, X7^ fef^ XrrfedTR IRT ^ XITOd ^T fe^ fe>ZIT TO t I 

(xiii) xnfed?!^ % 375^ X577% fIdTO Wd>l>S ^ 5R^ ^ ^ 3TTfMk 

>!«)m'd>< TOft w4v»<Rd> xf?i^ ^ XH^ ^ feixf .^qcr?7 ^ 1 

\l > ■ 

(xiv) w g^amr^arilt^jg^ ^ ; 3 tR ^ ^ijv^P i d, ^ ^ 

'Tsra5i% SRI jRgcT ftiTj inj TR g^i^r i^urarot # fjRrtt ^ ^ ^ cfsn 

*rw^ w imra ^sra^r ^ ^ 5^5 t^t ^ I tjsran^ gnr jpj ^igif 

^ 'ti'id 4'<iHm>j jj uiii), u^i tnr Rtik 3?ii vjictJi f^jlj, jj5jf ^ I 

(xv) f^Rm 16 i> 3 ig^ oifgr ^riWit ^ inj ans^ssi 6 «^^i/ 3 ^lw^r 

^ ^ ^ 51^ ’rar t afk 53 ^ jiri ftn#Rfr 1^7 ^ 

mR’JIIhI ^ fedK fe>d7 TO #1 


(xvi) 1 3 nfe, 2005 % gsH ^ra?^ 31 Jir 4 , 2006 era? s 5 t aRfe (12 (tft a^r anf) 
J ^ ^ ^ ejt I TRfift. afir 1 !r^ it aiitei, 2002 ^ M 2003; 31^(3. 2003 

^ 2004; 3liloI 2004 ^ HI^. 2005 sfk ^ araflt aififel sft I 
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rPAKT i—S ec. 1] 


(xvii) 4 *** ^ ^ 1 ?^ 3 lk 5 nf^r^ ^ 

Tf. f^xCRT^ ^ 

5 ^ vjTTrf ^ 5?ilt^‘eT vJcHljc; ^ %cRTHTTl^ ^ % 

^«n ^ ^ it ?nPra 

^?TTf^ t I ^ 

6. £jiRc|cr> crTeTT "RTfe ^T^RK 4Jv5'S'< ^ I ^ ^ ^ 

^fTi#T t I ^ Tprtw, 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 1 ^ wity ^ 

^ ^ ^ t I w^ ^3rq^ 

cF^, ^ il>>cR TcR, ^ ^ ^ Mot ^ W ^ ^ # 1^ t I 

7 TT? T^ <^i4Pi^ OTFH t ^ arf^rfMr 3 fk anf ^ 

^ ^ 29 ^ ^o 2921290 ^ ^ t i 

cTsirf^, ■JT^ ci^flcb'^u) '(iicr^Rlf^ ^ ^ sn^cni'^ ^ I 

8 vjgj tTT £[rt ^ 'H^H ■y^TTcry^ ^iief ^ 

^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ '‘ft flcTO^K gRT ^ cT^ 

t^TH OTT ^ ^fTH^ ^ 1% fill'll fctf^rf^ OTT 'tj^‘S 

fl 

9. ^x| ^ Wcf STTcT^ y^cj^ v5€4Vl ^ 3Tt^ ^ ftO Ri*ilf^^ c^Picpc^ 

TO i^O, ^ ftO ^fWf 4 ^^criPicpci feo, ^ 

w srr I 4^H FT Pl»( t ^ ^ fto t^TRlfePT ^jf^TcfOT TO f^O, "^^tOT 

w fto wm^ ^0, IRi ^qxr^/3n^ ^5^ 

f I vTSfn ^ 5f1?t ^ fto Rl^ilfcl'i iRcpc'd ^'S't^vjJ TO feO, 

cT^ 3fr? fto cb^lRyi C^P|4)C»H ^ feo, ^ 3^^ 3n^ ^ 

^JrHT fc^ W t 1 

c|?^ X^ fetr ^ 

; 5 .i anct^ >i^Vi ^ 

10 . vJ^Vt ft fftft^ fft^ ^ %OTFni^ ^ ^c<r> cfPJ ^tft ^ 

^jsi^ ft?Tt ft ^ ^ I TO^fM ^ ^ snM ^ ^ 

^ W, IftpT ^ “JOTT ^ ft^ ^ ^ fft^ ^ ^ ^ 



[•m \—is^ 1] 
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5 


t % ^ MfT^ ^ f^rfct ^r srnim ^ '^m ^ ^ 

eVI] I Pi^Hiq^i ^ ^ ^ v3^^i ^ f^j^^ % 

ePTF? vjn% ^ vjeiVl ^ 3 ?W ^ T^ 5TW ^ 

^ ^s^Vi afl^ 3Ttpft ^ 4 # I 

3IT^ ^ ti|^ ;3^ ^ f^TcTcr tl^ ^ ^ W|?T ^ t I ^ mvic^-d i ^ 

4 ^ ^ ^ ^ jrfcT tn^ ^ ^nw ^ ^ t l ^rPiRit % 

^Wr ^r 3?c^rfim> ^ ^ ^ t afk ^ fen? 

W q51*lcl ^hc?l^ 3jk ^ I srfctf^, R-cINI^H 3T^ ^ ^NPT 
^jerm ^ Pi^Hiq^ ^ ^ wf^<j>ei 2TT afk ^ ^ ^ ^fTTRRT t menM vj^r Wt 

cnro v5fT^ ^ x5^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ ( qft Pi^t^>i 

^ ^ RR?TT ^ 3l^'t1iy (^X|KI#T vj^K ^ fen? ^ X?4 ^?n35^f 3T^ # 

Bc^TR^ OTtfT kP^ RTt ^ ^gcT 3Tf^ t I 'Jlf^ c|^4h BTO ^ ^Hlkl ^ fejT 
WRIT t eft ^ ?Tcr ^ ^eicRT t ^ 3 W^cki WH^ ^ ti?^ ^ f|^ ^ OT#*! 
^TvilR ^f XTT^ ^ f^ v5fn?R I 

^.2 HlR><b|jf 5 RT ^ 

11. vJC4l<i «ff^ ^ uTT^ vJtiVl ^ ?Tc|i ^ fl lf ^chi’^ % ^ 

f^ t I OTtn ^ dcT/ ^ ^Ei^ ^#7T ^ §Tfcr c^ 5^: ^ ^ 

^ f^^feTW ?T^ W f^ 7RT t I 

’ 4 ic*i ^Ri*i c^ hRcdci^i e^t 

^.1 w^T ^rnfF^r ftyfd c^hm i?^ w?t ^iiRjIh 

^.2 ^ ^ f^ ^rniFQ ^ 

12. ^ f^rniff iff f^^fdch ^ wtR ^ f^ t 3jk f^Rfd^ ;T? <^|c|c»fl ^r R^qfdf 

3fk ^ flf^ ^ ^ ^ f^ t I MI<iHM f ^^j^Meil ^ ^ ^ 8(2) c^ 

%-^TvsrR sTsfei^w ^ ^J^g^w ^ ^ fiRr trit t i 

ppSl*nqef) ^ ^ 7 ^ SfJ'MK 3iRT l^crjeMl ^ ^ ^ ^fRcT ^ 3RR ^n f^chl^ ^ 
^]cdy|4) Rd*1lciefl ^ PiRR 6(8) ^ 'dMel*l cTRf ^ 3 |^^n" 3HT d<l7d^ld 3TTEIR" 

smr^ ^TTRR ^ f^ t I 

13. ^H^cw ^ Vll(t|cr>i’<) % ^TFTTR ^ ■nuHl ajd'^ft^il ^Hd1 

^cr(ii*ii5^ ^ f^pRfi^ Cf>^ afk '^teisit, R H<I>\ ^tlV l ^ 

vswiqcr^'i cfTt qf^cufd eim Sfk 3R? cTPldt ^ SIH ^f ^ t I 

SlefTcrT, ^TRRT ije?? ^ ^WTT 5 ufcl^ld. ^ ^ efR ^ \5ft^ t I 

v5Mel^ ^^xPTT ^ 3TmR ^ ^IHM ^ WTT *♦♦ Wn?/^.^^ ♦** 

3R.^./^.^ ^ W ^ ^ ^ ^ I vji7x| 3Rf^ ^ sfrfRf f^pRR ^ 1 3R.^. = 

44.41 ^ Tpjt t ! 
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14 ^ fSraWt % Prqfe ^ ^ am ^ 

3nf ^ ant 51^ ^ ^ 3’’^ -ffgaraUr^ 

^ ^ ^ ftnj ^ 3nt W ^ *** (701.21 ^ 

airfjjjft n ■m%. 13 ^ '»n%, nrm Kn; nw(t ^ 

'HH i nl'jnl ^ ^ ^ 4>i'«aHi eiR 4^1‘i<t ^ 

3 R.^./^.sn ^ -^n ^f w t (^ arafit ^ ^h?R 1 am.^. = 44.41 'wn?) 

^.4 3iR^ ^ 

15 71^ aRn ^ l^rakn? % Mn 3f»7'Ej^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ncw^gRif t I ^ ^ 3wra it inUrant % qi5»Rl* Rnnid# ^ Pm 
6(8) ^ ar^^iR 6Mctg J nazft ^ annR n? wtiri ^ ’RHI ^ 1 1 


16. ^ ^#RR t ^ ^ wn anRt^ ^ 

^chHini^n ^ ftPmtR %3 ^ 'wnift aft? ^gf^ait, wra Tin^ ^ ^ 

^ 5 in ■nRttm ^ wnn aft? aRi cirnftt nt snm it 333 ft gq ^ % I 

??# atcTini 3 iinM ijfn ntt ^rrt %g 5 jifcRra 3i5t ^ n? ctm ^sfr?! 'nm t I 

Bna ?3^ 3^ 3nen^ ^ ^WP3i’J?'^ ^ *** ^n *** 

am.^./^.-e^ c^ ?w if 3itt ^ t I ^sfNt anifft ^ 3fl?ra ftl^Rra ^ 1 am.^. - 

44.41 ^Tpft % I 

^.5 3R^ ^ 3RIf^Wt %g f^nihl t»\*i<i 

17 3 Rn PraWi % ^ nt^ if ffR# ^ amra if ^ 

nn15t#W3nt^antwin3Tif^3ft^®M3^;3fiwtRf^^ ^atnft 

c^#!H3ra^3R5^<^3ft3ntW^ *** ?WT/t).^ (*** aw.^./^ft.^) 
?ft I 3rat?tk ’11%. 3f^ 111%. ifJ’tt^H. nrRf ^ afR fc p n’lrtf ^ 1%R 

^fnrnRrnt ^ nmict ?nj^ aR? c^ inRisHt ^ Pratn ^ttnn nn 
aw.^./%t.^ c^ w if ffpnr ’rai t (^ atcrfft ^ %)?H 1 am.^. = 44.41 wnj) 

^.6 MIcH *nPi*I 

18. OT? usn firatf^ iimiRf ^ aft? f%?ft?f utt’m ^ arwR n? 5nf%^ % 
Hlpjf4 cm Piyt^uf PlHig'HK ftRTT %:- 



I—TSTTg 1] 


^kq ^ TI^r*T3I : 


7 




f^<jlaa)/v30Hiqcp 

^TPnwi ^ 

Pi<4^d <^*id 

c«i 

kifun 

4icti % 

^ ^ t^ratcT^ 

*** 

*** 

*** 

38.09% 


*** 

*** 

*** 

34.57% 


^ 4 Rcnl«fl Jiif^ fSiqff^ ^ ^ 3^ ^ I 

<rfj> lift aftsr ^TTmiCT^ ^jro gr t^tahni 

sf.i «rftf isn^ 7?5n 

>aaVi ^ ft-gKX ^ ^»Rm ft*^l^l^^l< # 

19 . Mic'i'fltfl gctp pTPJ % IJxq vsEiVi g?! vjcHiqi, afl^ (HHdl \JMdVl ^ 

I ^inferarrarawMR 

# ir^ ^ dt ?i^; 3^ jj 3i^ ^ ^ I 

^ ^ nfeiFRgw ^dJK<t.di ir ffe It t I menM ^ ^ fen arraraf ^ nfg 
^5fer ^irtn n5t Pfer rnfe t nm 8St I ^ ctpj ^ nR ift. tfej i3?jm 
if vsffer nffer im^T nr^ if ^ ntf m nrfffe ^ ^ ^ ^ i ^nnln/ ncnr 
nfer ^ nrRw ^ gj^ 'M'*dl am % mfer anuRT ^raRif nrmff nnr nffeff n? ^ncper 
d I 


20. raiifn ^ ^ 3t|^ fem fe ^ ^ ^ anmrff c^ 

in^irM ^cnr onij fef ^ rr ^rtf fan t cpfffe ^ogr nsraR 204.08 am.sr. 

55 ^^^Trn€fi 7 ^^ arfei ^ ?ffe^ jnRfe^ fertcfef % m g- dM 
^ ^ 3.77 3 R.:sr. am ift.en gR rit f 1 ^ nfe iw>M«,a 

'^^''' ^ ^ t aft? RR a? nred'fftf) ^ i3?ftn 

. n^r auRT 'awia-i ^ nRif ^ fej aiEZT fen a%nT 1 ^fen ^ mra rr nff 

’ft «# arafir ^ fe?R 3!Rrilfe R?ra ft t. ??ft rran? fern tr arm ^ ift anafife 

nfft^ f^ifen aafecT feft f I 

W.2 !nfe<bi<ft sm ajfg 


V ^'*^‘’1' '^ ^ nft |t «ri?r ^ ?fej if fe nif fftfen rfef aft- ate fear 

tl aiRictJift w>ft ate nRft t fe rr aft? ?Bi^f am ^ aisaM ^ rr 

f I ?)?r aft? ?ra^ am ^ ?feT if ante affer feif?Dr if aififerft ft ?i? fftgftte fem 
^ ^ ^ an^ aifer ^feff a? nj ft l am: artft aft? d>iyu i irH<t> ?fej ^ 

^ aftfajaift ’Hq<s ft?i ft anaraf aft aifer anaid aiar ’lai 11 
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22 . ^ 3.1 W ^ II ^ W 

3TTWt ^ ^3T! ^ ^ «IT5n^ ^ ^3^ ^TTO. (^ 

Ts^qi^ ^ vdcMic^cbl ^ strh^ % TTl^uipft ?rm^ ^ ^ ^ 

3THn^ ^ ^TTWT^ ^ ^ ^ |[I^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

W 3Tmm^ ^ ^ ^ W ^ ^ ^ ^ STFEclt J 

t 1 ^ 3n^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3nc[?W ^ 

^mn# ^ iptr ^r x^qta f^rw sni t smr ^ ^ stfo^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ 1 

23. ^ 5T^frv5RT^ ^3iit^ ^ ^ 

3n^ ^ ^ ^ ^ eft t ^ dcT ^ 4ic-i 3flT sorter ^ 

11 

(cj>) li l ^lrHct) wra: ^JHITeft ^l>T *1WlcHel> 3<k ^ 5mm 

24. ^ ^ STRT^ ^ HMIeHcF ^ Pl*-ll^'(lR ^ ^ ^ t=" 


(i) srrnm gfr? %?t cm <lm 


\71I^IM 

RcJ^uT 

5^ 

2002-03 

2003^4 

2004-05 

2005-06 

3TT$^ 3Tlt ^ ^ 3r5^ aipnel 








20 



660 



- 

60 

440 

558 



20 

60 

440 

1,218 

.(2002-03 4^ 100 1^) 


100 

300 

2,200 

6.092 

^ tor tR ti^ % ^ t 

(4^) 



80 

260 

200 I 

—- 

3P?T^ 

^.“CT 

- 

118 

103 


3TT4TeT 


20 

258 

803 

HBISI9I 

(2002-03 4^ 100 *11^^ f^) 


100 









— 

3I14T^ ^ ^MR l^>NTT 







% 

100 

- 

- 

42 


% 

- 

23 

55 

35 


% 

100 

23 

55 

77 

^ T? 4?^ ^ ^jeeb ciPJ^ t 

(t^) 

% 


31 

32 

13 


% 

- 

46 

13 

11 


% 

100 

100 





iKn 

10,108 

im^ 

\MPfSM 

Hffti 

l»aBEi 

100 

121 

136 

146 
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4t.^ 

6,578 


7,822 

8,056 

^ * 

Sffm 


100 

119 

119 

122 



6,592 


BEii9 

7,739 



100 

114 

121 

117 


25. ^ ^ ^ snt IRT ^rmmf ^ ^zM ^ wer c?5t t 

3RRt^ ^gxRT (^ ^ 3TT^ Xf^) 1?^ ^TT^ ^ 

^5^ XT^^TTpn IPIT % 3fT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3nt WIRT 

37 t^# m ^ ^ f I vjrm ^ ^ vj?t ^ 3 n^ xjtj;? x^ ^ 

^ 3TFncfi ^ HTsn 1016 11 3t?Rf^ cziR^nft^ (^nf # 3nt x?^) 

^ 5RtT amricit ^ sjM x^^ xf^ t % arraicT ^ xjft # srrf ^ 

^ ^m t 3 Tfim> XTT^ ^f ^ t I 3 m: f^^efw 3 ??^ ^ 3 TT^ X^ ^ l?^ 
3 n^ XT 7 ^ t I 3 TTf 3 Trt x^ ^ ^^xHT ^ W Mtlf?jd ^ 11 ^ 

^ ^ 1218 gn 3 mncr w t 3 lk 2004-05 (440 

3 ft? ^srmr? ^ (20 ^ ^r ^ 3 r^ ^ #?ft sicqf^ ffe if t 1 ^ 

3 mf^ ^ ^t?rT ^ 1?^ 3 mmfr ^r 20 isse xft.^ ^ if t f 

vjTTxr 3 mf^ ^ ^[?m 3 rmmt ^ ^ x^ ix? sTRmt ^ fl??n 77 5 rfciW sjt 3 ft? 

3mT RHdcb! f|??n ?rmn 11 sn, ^ ^ f?R (fbm xi^ q^ ^ qr eqx^g ft 

^ ^ ^ f^m 13 Wpli^ld 8 |T I 

(ii) X 3 WI 4 H afk ^ixm? f|??IT 


(^) ti^ ci>T ^?TOH ^ ^snmr v^qziVi 


t^q?0T 

Ka 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

WHcll 

^t.'eq 

7000 

8000 

8000 

8000 

51^ (2002-03 100 qrqt f?) 

>{j^<^«€( 

100 

114 

114 

114 


. 4t.^ 

6,578 

7.796 

7,822 

8,056 

5r|% (2002-03 100 qp!^ f?) 


100 

119 

119 

122 

«Rcri yMifm 

% 

94 

97 

98 

101 

W^Rl (2002-03 q»r 100 HH^ g?) 


100 

104 

104 

107 


26. ^ ^ f^>zn "W # 3TmR qxf ^ IcRT ^ v3fm 3mf^ c^ ^|?H XJtfiTT ^ 

OTm # 14 5d?t^ if ^ I 3TTHn? ^ ^ leRT ^ \id4l4d ^ ff^ ^ WS ??T t 3ft? 
^ ^ ^ ft?R 22 qlcrro ^ ^ if aSt I ^ -ft ^ 1^ W t % 

'itjVi ^ armr? ^ ^ vsn^ amftt ^ ^t?PT 3 ?xt^ vj4,4tq ^ ^ ^hit? fc^ # i qrm 

3rcrf^ ^ ^t?R ^i^xjsftn ^ srxrit ^jxjot §m?TT ^ vdMziVi fct>ziT 11 


2789 GI/2007—2 
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(a) # AfSNf 



27. 3jra5# 71? t ft? «i?t araftt ^ >3ifPT ^ R(5>4i # ^ ^ aft 

afrr 3traR gft geHT ^ srafir ^ i77o gft ft l g>=ftf^ ft 

2002-03 ft 2004-05 fft^fttf fftjlf ft Tiailfft wg Srafft ^ PlTlJd Tpj 

f I 


(ti) ftN 7»ft W»ilR 



















































































































U 


iw\ 1] 

28. ^ ^ ^ MR<!hcH ^ ^ tfel 8(k ^ ^ . 

% 3fnn?!t ^ vji)^q>x ^ T^t \ ^ “ziF w t ?mr # wrt 

^ t sfR aimR ^Tf ^ 46% ^ gt 11 aii^ ift u^f^d ^Rct f ft? ^ 

^ vjejVi W\ 3TTEIR ^ ^ 79% ^ ^ vifi^ 6raft ^ ^NpT 63% ^ I 3*^ 

^ f|# ^ 3TmR ^ ^ 21% ^ vim 3raf& ^NrT 24% ^ ^ I ^ ^ 

2004-05 sfk 2003-04 ftprt tj? ^5^^: 4% 3fR 1% ciT, ^crai^ii 4% afk 1% m 
ftmr ^rar % ft? vim sraft ^ vseil-'i ^ ^e4>y 63% 6«nft deiVi 

^ ^ 31^ ^ jsnRn ^ ^ ftmr 11 

<£i*Ki co<3^ 



msm 

lEiUZiai 

2003-04 

2004-05 


- 






sm^ g>I qfw 


1 






lEX^SIM 

■ _ TSiPt * 

in^miiiiii^^g 


^>d41 iHW 


- 


IKSQSl 

KHISI 


gi/*fl. ^ 

BEE3i 

36.562 

IKIDQ!!! 

HEEIES3 



*•* 

*** 

IIII^HB 


WRT 







ib2litt&l 

*** 



*«* 

'f1\s41 3?^ 



*** 

*** 

•** 



*** 

**• 

*** 

*** 





- .. .. .. , 

ESI?!iH 


29. ^ ^ ^nfel aiTORff ^ ^5Rur >3^ g>t 4>)HdS-/^ vim ^ 

^5k?T gftn?TmafR^ ^^^^# iWft^^ 
^ jRftvRTsf "g^ ^^ifrn ^ ’nftg sftw cifrt, sfRig ft^ci ft?f>t siifft^ 

^ 5ift ^ ^tei (Tmsn^) ^ ^ 3imRit g>t ^ ?iTpj^.>35fm. 

^ 11 , .. rv:-^ 

30. g^ ^ Rqd fta>t 5nf$t ^ ftglyui g^ vjeil^i URt MwiftA ^ 

^r?TK ^m? g»t 'HHiiflfvid ggr t i 

'^•:S''rt^ jvfj* i 

31. ^ ^ sngmt g?T ^ifw ^ ^ sraft ^ ^ 

ftg^ ft^ miRi 4)' ^ ^ gi, 5ra>R g^ ^^gft \ 

^ aigfSr ^ grtvR 5-15% ^ fig gr I ' 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sfc. 1] 




^♦1 RsrJI 

^./ ^ 


*♦* 

’Je?! (^) 

*★* 

^ ^ 31^) 

1Ht* 

5|5 tj;5!I (555 ^) 

*** 

^ w f%g5t (w) 

*** 

^ ^ 3R^) 

*** 

Q>*1 W ^ 


(%) 

*** 

c»7t^ ^ 

15-25% 


32. 4iRfl amiTcfr ^ ci^>JTfr ^RraTrft imra vsim ift btoi, Pra?! jjrf^r aft? 

^ ^ ’Jfsiff eft ft 5ft ’if 11 


33 . ell'icl 5 ft W^R) ft 5 F 551 5 (Mdl t % 55555 ell'l 5 ft 2003-04 ft 10 %) 2004 - 

05 ft 14 % aft? armr? 5 ft 5 ft ft ^ffg 3 i 5 fft ^ ^ 12 % 5 ft ^ I fftsft 5 ft 55 f ft 
3551 ? 5 ft ^ ^cHI ft 2003-04 ft 16 % 2004-05 3 ft? 555 3 I 5 fft ft 13 % 5 ft ^ |f I ?i 55 ft?ff 
^ 3555 ff ft 2003-04 ft 60 ftt: 55 3 ft? 2002-03 ft 20 ftt. 55 5 ft ^555 ft 2004-05 ft 440 ftt. 
^ ^ it I fftsft 5 ft 5 cf ft 2003-04 ft 16 % eftt ^ ^ 5 r 5 fftf f?ft 3 ? 5 lft ^ ^ 55555 
5555 ft 10 % 5 ft 1 Rsjft 5 ft 55 5 ? 3555 ft 55 fil'd cjjI'J) 5515 2004-05 ft ?W tf 551 

^ 2003-04 5 ft ft 55555 5555 ft §t 515 % fftsft 5 ft 55 ft 2003-04 ^ 5 ct 5 T ft 

2004-05 ft .fft?I 55 3 nt 8 ft I 

34. ^ 5ft55 5? fftsft Sftft 55 Sllqjci'i 55 5?e5'jft ftcftdch t; f5 JI^R ni fe5> | ^ ft ajfft 
ft|5 5ft55 5ft 5I55I 5ft t 3ft? 555 5ft55 5?fft^5ft5T5T^55?ft^%5 5 ?!^ ^ 

^5 ^ ?nSr 5ft ft I 555555 ^ fc5J Slfft?fft5 qftnd 55 ’Jf5i555, uira 315flf ^ ^t?15 
R-qKliJIi 5555 ^ let'! 5?5I55 5555 5? fftsi? 55?ft g? yRld ^ ft %7IT ttjjj ft^ | 

ft 5? 551 55I5T ft % ft?^ ft?T ft 55^ 5^ 55 57%! 3ft55 515 JJ55 555 315llr ^ ^ 

5^ ft ftlTT fftqtfftf g5^ ^ I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

5T%5 15-25% ft ft5 ^ 85 I 


U. 3. ^TcTE^t c|>t vTra 

35 . 3aVl 5ft 515T 3ft? ftldft 57 5Tft5 3175% ft 5055 3ft? 355 JI^ Slfft 715# 

ftft5ftf ftft 5Sft5 ftt 5I5T. «R5T, 551155, «551 555% 3ft? ftfftft 3ft? tjfeff ^ ft 
%ft5 55ftf ft 5155? fft??ft ^ ?1181 5% ftt 5^, 355 3nf^ 5155% fftpift 5^ ^3% ftt 
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dcT ^ ^ ftcf t, g>t ^ ^ ^ ^?£rRT RhI^^ 

W t : 


(I) ?rm ^ 3WIF ^ <irwifi&« aft? ?TOift?f pim 


ftwi 

5®'4 

2002-03 

20034M 

2004-05 


vJ«MK-i dMId- vje^l^l 


**♦ 

*** 

••* 

*•• 

(2002-03 ^ 100 1?) 


100 

110 

114 

112 

R# #*Tc^ >3#^ 

^/4t. 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

51^ (2002-03 ^ 100 ^TPl^ 1?) 


100 

116 

113 

113 

^/(BtR)- ^ifr^ 

^/4t. 

*** 

***' 

*** 

*** 

5Tf% (2002-03 g>r 100 f?) 


IBI 

289 

■■ 

RSIIIIIIIIIIi 

dT*T/(BTR)- #[c| vJeilM 

cfRI ^ 

**« 

**« 

*** 

*** 

51^ (2002-03 ^ 100 'HV^ f?) 


HRH 

330 

HH 

HH 

dT*l- 'd€<Vi 


*** 

**« 

*** 

*** 

5^ (2002-03 # 100 i?) 


■11 

4,004 

■n 

275 


36. ait^ ^ ^ 1^ t % mm ^ ^ 2003-04 ^ 

10%t 2004-05 ^ 14% cT8IT vfT^ 3^1^ ^ ^f[?PT 12% sft 1 Piqpl 4>)*ia ^ an^IR ^ 

^ ^r ^ 2003-04 ^r 16% ^ 2004-05 sft? ^ ^T 13% ^ ^ gt ^ I ^ 
2002-03 ^ if 5rf^ ^ ^ ?Tpr gf 2003-04 ^ ^ ^ MRc|f3d ft M. ^ ^ 2004- 
05 d«n 2005-06 ^ ^ ^ ^ MRclRd ft ^ ^ I ^ 5T^ ^ 2002-03 ^ 1^ ^ 

if ?lPt ^ 2003-04 ^ ^ ^r ^ 2004-05 d«IT 2005-06 ^ ?TPt 4 MRdOd ft ^ sft f 

^ 51 ^ ^ ^r ^ ^r^Rrcf ft# f i ^ f % ^ 2004-05 2005-06 

^ # arrai# ^r jmR # >f4RJd 1 1 


(ii) 




2002-03 

E]E!&I1 

2004-05 

2005-06 

' '^Mf^lK 







disUI 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*M 



*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 


d^l 

*** 

*** 

*#* 

*«* 

(^ 2002-03 S 100 ^TFf^ 1?" 


100 

97 

too 

103 








cTRJ ^ 

*** 

*** 

*** 

***. 























































































37 . ^ ^ mm ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cb4^iR41 ^ ^=i^ ^r 

vftg 3T^ ^ 3% ^ §t t I 3Tgttf ^ ^ 7% ^ ff #• I 


(iii) vJ^MWcbdf 


2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 




4t. ^ 1 

**« 

*** 1 

*** 

cbHiRiJI 

KEJi 

*** 

*** 

*** 

vdCjVl ' 


*** 

*** 

*** 

(^ 2002-03 ^ 100 ^TFT^ 


100 

122 

119 



38. STT^j^ -qciai 3TT^ ^ ^ ^cRT ^ \ 

vJcmkh ^ ^ 3mfir ^ 19% ^ ^ ft sft i 

(iv) ^ ^ 


119 


3T2rfcT \3£lVl ^ jrfcf 


200203 

iB<T!Tn?S7S 

2004-05 

2005-06 


*itft 


ififif 


*** 
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5rfl% (4^ 2002-03 ^ 100 ^ 


H 

152 

133 

140 

ftsfjt ^ ^RSOT ^ 4^n<R aftw 

4^^ 

l^’RT 

10 

■9 

10 

11 


39. ^ ^ ^f wr sreff ^r ^ ^ 5Rl?f?r ^ t I smiR ^ ^ ^ 

3T^ ^ cfixm 40% ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ ^TT^t ^ ^ 


^ ;mflf?T ^ 11% ^ 2003 ^ 10 fM ^ 8ft ^ ^ 2004-Q5 ^ 11 1^ ^ 

^ I 


(v) ci«ii4 ^ ^ 3ft? ^ onrar . 


f44srwi 


2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

m\i ^4 f^4c1 MR^MRiiil ^ 

3?mR w 






Rl*ilfc1-1 

cn^ ^ 

*** 

*** 

*** 


cbHlRiil 

cm3 ?it 

*** 

*** 

*** 

••* 

y^ 3dtJ| 

cmi ?i 

*** 

*** 

*♦* 

*** 

( 4 ^ 2002-03 ^ 100 ’TRft 


100 

142 

130 

122 

STR ^ 4R^ cfm 







cm3 ?5 l 

*** 


*** 

*** 


cm3 ^ 

*** 

*«* 

*** 

*** 


cm3 ?iL 

«** 

**« 

*** 

*** 

(4^ 2002-03 4>r 100 ^IPfft f? 

'{j;41fl<g 

100 

^^HBi 

mHi 

151 

01Mi4 ^ "'R 3IPT 







.% 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

<b^Rn\ 

% 


*** 

*** 

*** 

^i^'3?fr4 

% 

*«* 

*** 

HB 3 HI 

*** 

2002-03 4^ 100 ^ 


100 

1,159 

jjiii^m 

" i:m 


40. 3?T^ ^ w 3miR ^ ^ ft r!^ arafft # tfej ^ 

ePTT^ ^ ^ (fftro W mR^'mRi 3TmR ^ 22% W ^ ^ ^ I ^ 2003-04 ft 

IRT ^ arm HcbKi^c^ ^ fji \ ^rzirfft, ^ 3?^ ^ ^Rft ^ ^t^trr*^ 

8ft 1 


(vi) 4ft^ ^ 5wm ^Rfft ^ ^Rci) 

41. 3fmR ^ ^ ft Rm mf^ ^ cTFm ft ^ 200304 ft 10% ^ 2004- 

05 ft 14% m\ RTcT ft 12% ^ ^ fl 8ft I gft ^02-03 ft ?)RT ^ fftftfe ft 

fft^Icr^ 3fTf cTenfft. ^ 2001-02 ^ ft Rm 3T4l^ ^ ^ 8?T I ?T^ SR? ^ . 

fftqk ft ^ ^ ^ t 3fl? ??lft ^ 2003-04 ^ f?RT ft ^ 2004-05 

?i8n ^ 2005-06 ft it t I ^ 2002-03 ft 30% 8n ^ 'jrra 3?^ ^ ^ 

^R 15% ?? ’•1^1 1 R^ld ^ft*TcT 3 ft? O+i Pi^ld ^>T <l^4d 4't^3ft ^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pact I—Sec 1] 


^ w ^ I ^ 2002-03 ^ ^ vsim ^ m 

2TT I ^ 2003-04 ^ ^ ^ 2004-05 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ vim 

3T^ ^ 3TTt ^ft I ^ ^ 47c3rf| 2002-03 OTT 2005-06 

^ \ ^ 2003-04 3ik 2004^05 ^ ^ 3mn?T ^ Tn;T ^ I ^ 

2003- 04, 2004-05 WU ^ Smfir ^ 3R^ ^ cfW >H4^Ki^cb ^ sft ( ^ 

2004- 05 mn cni 2005-06 ^ M ^ A ^ ft ftRitt ^ 

^ Fmf^ ft I 

(vii) ^rtsit 

42. ^ ersrfn W ^ 3RW ^ 42.66% cI«rT 39.02% WU 

WU% \ 

(viii) 

43. ^ f^r^ctw ^ yc^fJid 11^ ^3it ^ ^m. vicMKcbd i 

^r WRRW ^ ^ 2ft I ?T^TTft, ^ vidlidH cfFRI. ^ ‘?T«n ePTlt "nt ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ dcbKi<^4> ^ pi^ffRT tr^ t I 

^.4. Ulfir cfe ^ 

44. 3TT8JR ^ ^ feRT A '^TR 3?^ ^ 4lyM ^^3lt ^ ^iTFT ^ 46% ^ ft ®ft I 

^ 3|crt^ c^ ^ 31^^ OT?rT‘3lk W!7^ ^ 14% 3ik 22% ^ ^vjfl^l 

f^RT I ultcr 3Rf^ ^ vJtlVl ^ 3m^ ^ OTcTT cI>T f^RT I 3imR ^ ^ fcRT 

vJim 3T^ ^ ‘El^ ^ ^ 17% ^ ft cfSTlft viim 3mf^ ^ ^ ^ 

2004-05 ^ 3Tf^ sft ( ^ 2004-05 ^ 3TmR ^ ^ ^ 3Rfir ^ 3jtw 

^ ^ (f^ ^ ^ wm sft I 3n?TR ^ ^ 79% ^ fcT^ ^ vJfm 3rafir ^ 

^ ^ ^ ftwr 637i> >[? w SIT 1 cisttI^, mm ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3T^flr ^ 3T^ \ddTld<T>! ^ f^'Wil 24% ^ sn I dSTlf^, vSTIW 3T^f^ ^ ^ 

^ 2004-05 ^ ft ^ ^RT sft cisn ^ 3T^ ^ ^^R 3fNR ^ ^ ^ ft sft 

fuRT^ ^ 3nt WTgT3ff W\ f^TeRT t I 

45. 3TmR c|^ ^ fcRT A 1%^ cTFR 4 ^ 2003-05 ^ 10% ^ 2004-05 # 14% 

^ ^ ^ 12% ^ ^ ft sJt 13TmT^ ^ ^ fir# #r^ # 2003-04 

^ 16% ?ftJT # 2004-05 ^ 31^ ^T 13% # ^ ft f%# #fR ^T 

Riyide 3TTt ^ I cIRMddr # # 2003-04 ^ >HcbKi^<t> eft. cf^ cp^ 2004-05 ^ 3Rfir 
^TcFjRTR^ tt ^ sjt I ^ ^ cl^ 2003-04 4 WRR# A ^ # 2004-05 ^ 

3Rfir ^ ^r nRdRd tt ^ l cRlt ^ m 3TT2T # 2004-05 ^ ^c^Kl^cb tt Tft. 

dST# vjij-4 3Tcrflr c^ '2IF f#^R 'd<7>KicHcr? sjf vjyx: ^f^Rsid 3TT^^ c5R# ^ '21? ^7#T 

ftcRT t ft> ^2 jVt, NidlIdH # ^ ^£[K f3TT SIT ?TSTT Akoi ^3#^ # # 2003- 

04 ^ Tjfeff #t # 4 # 2004-05 ?mT 2005-06 ^ d^IT 

ddlldd cTRcT ^ ^ cfTTM §f1% ^ WRT ^5^ W ^TT I v3f?^Rdd ^ 





['im 1—■0^5 1] 


17 


iNMii : 3?gitro ;. . 

f^TcIcfl't % ^ C»>T ^ ^ETR^ ^'2004-05 % fh^l^C 3if^ #ft sft 

f^RT^ '^^ P^cfdl t f¥ WW ^ ^ ij^MldR 

^.5. 3RIW5I^I^ 

(i) 3RI ^ 3*Rn# ^ 

46. ^ 3mfir ^ 3TRnd ^ ^ 1^ f I #5Er'53T^ fq 

1586 ^ ^ ^ SlRRfr ^ ^ 77% 3TRnd ^ ^ ^ t I (^ ^ 

^200’St. 167^. ^^3iPTmf^^^ I 

(ii) #rT ^ fWV8»«im gft 

47. 5^f3Tf ^ ^ Wt if «l ' 6t4 ^ ^ H<i(?nt ^ t I airan ^ ^ ^cHI if 

46% ^ ff<f ^ aRi: g 5 R 55 ^ gif sif?r »TfgTit grai ^fmf^ 57 R 0 I ?T|f Jira ^ 

^raJcfT# I 

(Hi) ^ Ni<m4<iif ^ atWR jrfil*n?TO ^ wf^^waf 

'-- ■: Jr-»'i r- .»*>»■ -V- 

\' 

48. ^ WT % mm^ % afr? ^ ^ y(c!4yidi0 

4^ \ m:W^ ^ ^ 5Tf% w ^ w I 

,,.. . ■ . . ■ {‘ - ■ 

(iv) ^RT f^coiti q4 R<iln R^nid^ 

49. ■ ^ l^d«l<s( ^T5T^ ^ vfl^'1Plcl>) j|(t4)Pl^ % '^TWfeT ^ vitjVl ^ 

^ ^ ^>RR ^ 6^i\A\ w t A TiB: ■'^J^ 3TmR ^ 

2002-03 ^ 2004-05 ^ WT ^ Rltfcl ^ ^ |Tr tWlft. Wcf 3^1% ^ ^ 

t^ratd ^ 1^ ^ I Ryfd, 1^ ^ f|^ 13Tcr: cfjR^ cf^ 

^ fen?q 5rf?r55T^ RTRTWT I , . , . . . , 

(v) ^ vJdlWcbdt 

50. ^ ddIKchdl ^ ^pR MdfWd fHT t I 3^mR ^ ^ ^cRT ^ vfRT 3fcri^ ^ 
^ 19% d^ ^SIRTT t I 

^. 6 . *K«Ud<* 

"V", , 

51. chku i idi4> tm ^ ^=iFT^ ^ ^ dq c^ vsriw ^ df t i 

d>r dRdf^ dct qd ^irftd ^TRIRit ^ ^ Wmdld7 ^ ^ ^ 

«ft I Mldd^ ft^RTcJcft ^ 3159 ^ II ^ ^ (V) ^ RHTJ^R Rfid t : 


2789 GI/2007—3 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


* ^ wn ^[Tfer ammff. ^ ^ krt. 

(ii) 3ik (iv) t I ^TTf%d >3?lt7T ^ 

^ ^ ^Nuij^cp ^ 1%f^ ^ chKchl ^ \5rfw ^ armif^ 

^ I PlR'^ Mi(ticr>ix) Tufer aiRRit ^ 3 f?t w cbKcbt ^ ift ^ ^ 

31^ ^ >3^ff7T ^ «rfcr ^ ^ 3jk ^ 3RJ chKchl ^ Mgtll^ W ^ 5# ^ ^jR^T 

mfer snrot ^ ^ HHT •qift^' I ^ ^Rch1 ;5r??i,^icjt ^^^frer- wr 

^fiiRci t - /^nfer c[5)hci 1 ^ ^ v5n^ siRHcft ^ wr ^ 

'tsMci M«g(cl ^ wRci^% tf? vidimcr>i c^ od^im'< yR^«jyidIcb 

wRi'wtil. rfttiiPict>) R<t>m ^ RrafcT PiHiKd dm diiw ?f>t dd^ l dc^d l i" 

52. vSdT f^RIT dm t, ^ 3?m ^ chKchf ^ cf>R^ d# 

ft t I MiC’ixltH cTPjm dd ^ 3TRnd d>td^ dd ^ 

fvRT^ -q^ d>t d>1ddf ^ ^ '?i^ 3fhr dlitd «ricRf|d ^tddf ^ 

dftdd ^ dfl ^ m I 2002-03 (20 dd) dm 2003-04 (60 dd) ^ 

3nmd dmm d^ ^ciRf ^ ^tdd d^cj^ ddftd ^ ddji "Ptmidd ^ '^dK 3nm I d^ 
2004-05 alk 2005-06 # ^ftd^ M ^ d^ .p 3TTmdt dd 3TdTd dITtd d§t PTdcf 
d^Wd tR- ^ ^ 7TdT m I dRmddPdd d^ ddfm dd dfTddddT, dd5d eTTdt 3 tk 

Pf^ 3nd ^ «li?^ sft I dd^dd fcfdctmd ^ ftcIdT t % dlfed STTdTdf sfl? d^ 

d^ d^ ft dl'WRcb ^ ^ #d cbKUii^ch TOd t I 

didd XJd drfcT dft Jddl^ d>t ddlddl 
^.1 -dldd ^-ixi^Ri I 

53. dTdd d^ !i4>{l<}Rl ^ ^d ^ d^ d^ ^ PlHf^Rdd f > 

1. mfdR XJd ijidS didd dlf^ mr ddd 

54. dlftrdd^ llld TJ^d# ^ ^ Ptd^f^ dTdd dlf^ 3tk d^ 

dTdd dlf^ d^ ^ d^ dT^ 11% Wd^ "gdcF d^ idld dldd dff^ ^ 

d^ ddIddT t 1 dRdd 4 fd did d^ Rrdtdd> ^5^^^ dddd ^ PtdM ^ drt 

^ t affd 3TTdTd dimaft # PiHlciRaa d^ dfdd arRJm ^ I 


d4 


1999-00 

88 

2000-01 

723 

2001-02 

344 

2002-03 

20 

2003-04 

60 

2004-05 

440 

E55S!!:3EEE53« 

1,238 


/ 
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1] 

55. ^ 

3l^Riq? 3jW cJI^Rc*) «!f% q|xn^ ^ W ^1^5^ %, 3^: ^ ^ ^ 311^ ofik 

^ ^ 3iic|j#iict)di ^ t ft) aiTTOf ^r 3fhf 3Tfim> #r ^ t (?2r) 

w ^ 'ffencT 1% wiM ^ Btn? ^ ^ ^{ 3T^ % smmff ^ 3ft^ 3ift^ 

fftr tiic-i^'hil) fSlTT ^ g5t l^ft ^ ^rN?f ^)^ J 3 1 ^cb ^ <s^ 

^5^ ?ei^ ^ ^ f^feift ^ 3n^ ^ »TT^ # 3jk 3if^ 

2 . ^FiiTf eft an^^csr g?N# 


56. ^51^ 3lhr ^ ^ ^ kM 15)T ftirfcT ft>^ W ^ t, k ^ 

^ ^ ^ # 1 ^ (MId iM ^|gq) ^ ^,W 3i^ft4) ^)^ ^ t 

vjt'{iift).ftHf^Rga dlfcicpi ^'JUk'Ai :- 








3RW 


3?^ 



^ wer 









'(VM 


"Wl 

1999-00 

25.70 

- ' 

34.78 

- 

28.71 


efPJ 

(4.64) 

o!PJ 

2000 

18.30 

14.00 

26.42 

BE9 

^^91 

cH^ 

olPJ ^ 

16.53 

12.27 

2000-01 

25.79 

22.02 

35.82 

30.58 

37.67 


•T^ 

1.86 

7.09 

2001-02 

- 

22.51 

- 

30.47 

31.72 


wsm 


1.25 

2002-03 


21.08 


27.46 

36.14 

»viuLi.^ 


"»■ "I:' ■"■ ■ P' 

8.67 

2003-04 

28.34 

- 

36.93 

- 

41.95 

4.85 


5.03 

--— 

elT^ 'T^ 

2004-05 

33.38 

- 

40.13 

- 

40.82 

0.53 

^BEfSi 

0.7 


2006-06 

33.65 

31.45 


36.22 

40.94 


mm 

219 

4.72 


3RT: qid^yltf) yfft % ft^ \J<Mlki<ift’ 3ftt v3M ' 4j1<^t3 ft 

^ fcTtj 3Tft^ 3fr<t)4q) ^ ^jfT^ ft) % ^ l 


3. HWeft'q eeMWebY m 

K - 

57. ^ 3iW ^TB)^ 3?^ c^ ^ 3nit ^ ^ ^)€f 3 tI^ OTcn3fr 

f^n#T ^ ftnn t i ^ eztpt 4o ws ^ 4)YyHctfe^i^^ ^ebd ^oftro 

(^ vSfm ^) ft^ 'Jft M^HIcfcil vj^T^ ^ MRft|?d -7 ^ 3Tt? 3<l<»)ftd 

ft^ '3n?n t STqpft 5600 "ft. ‘d’T 5ft ^ ft^uft t 3fk tl^ ^cbK 

ft^ t ft) ftft>ft ft 1^ ^ ^Tvint ^ t I 

58. ^ ?m) ^ ^ t, W|?T ftftcT ycblf^ld ^Md*l # ^ftft) ^^ift 

^ft ^^cptt ftt 'tii4vjiRcr) ^ ^ ^5fcfttrkft ^ ft # I TO^ftftf^n^)ft ■g^TT # ^ 
^ ^cMiqcT) sft? >5^fftt OTdT ^ft ^JcRT ^ W ^ SFmJ^^T t I ftftcf ^ 
f^^ddTft t I ^ ^ ft ft) g)^ ft W 15^000 ft. ^ (ft 3l^ftct) 

5FRn 11 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I-— Sec. 1] 


59. 3m: ^ sfiiflm wrm ^ ^ ^ gi? t aik 

^ ^ 3fk3iftm> «l4td41 ^ J ; 

60. ^ ;ei^^ ^ t % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 

3R^ 3fk w ^ ^ HmT3ft xnfef ^jT^cfat ^ ^ ^ *TEm ^ 

<^'('11 vjii4) I WTvjfN ^ vdWiq ^ WIC^ vilkt I 

^.2 ^ ^ WT ^ niRmn^ sm tiim 

61. ^ ^ ^rmr t fe ^ 3mf& ^ ^ ^ 3 itw mfer c^l^cil w an • 

^ ^ 3ftT ^ 1^ kg5T^ Tl^ ^ wnft ^ t TO=T VIT% ^ I 

gd ^ 3lk ^€TT ^ Wd ^ ^ ^ ftcmT t % ^fil^ 

^ ^ TOd ^ ^ ^ wrrad^ 

^.3 fl# # gd^iglrT 

62. ^ ^ ^£T ^ >3^ ^ Rnf^Rad f > 

(c5) ^kc| ^Jdtn ^^dH^ftddl 

63. ^ 3tk3R^ ^ B?m^/f^rqWr ^ mfei ^Wf Prafd ^ w 11 

^ ^ 13tk ^ ^ ^ ^5^ 3rtto t % ^ 

^ ^ TCd ^ ^ ^ 11 ^ fm^ ^ 3iRT<fr w\ 

3IHT ^ t ^ CR^ 3I^rfeT t ISP? ^ 

^ ^3cqm ^ wd-dkt ^ ^ ^fmr^ i M 3fr? airznd^ iTRd ^ 

qq f^T^ ^ ^dicfr ^ f^rata I d «TRd ^ 

31^ “jft w % f I ^ ^Ri ^ ^?ft fttrtcT ^ w ^ ^rrar 

3Tf^ 11 ciT^ ^r 31^ ^ Rl^dt ^ ^?Tm .m^3T! ^ ^ 11 

^ 3ik 3Rq ^ ^ qm f^xrivr^r wrm ^ 3mif^ 3iR>^|q/q>idg 

^FHcTf t I 

64. ww^ ^ wm ^ ^ ^ t^nmq Pidld't ^ w ^^cmr t % 

?aq ^ ^ q^rmr ^ qqmr Md qmrsit 4 #ft l Rj^di'd d^r ^ 
q>RUT t % ?drq ^ q^qm I^rM ^r qqft ^ 3mT f^Rrtd ^ q^r?kt 
^ I f^Hfcil^d HH<^ ^ qdt dddT t qmgM 1^ ?diq qq^ ^ f^if% ^ qmq ^ 
qq^ ^nqcpq ^ i 

(^) djidPT >3qrof c^ -mi 3iramf gRi 3idrfit^ ^^)qcr 

65. ^ ^ 3qqT^ qq ^ ^dP? qq^ f^ifcT ^T qpjqq ^ ^€frq ci>t 

qftqcff 4 q>^ ^ 1 qrfel 3qdTcfr ^ q^ 3jk 3rf&q> dcT ^ q>t 3[dlRlq5 

^tqr^qr ^ <WiRh 3qqiff^d vJdqq 3fk v5£iVi ^ wnd ^ q>tqd 3mq qq qgd 3if^fq> 

^ qfq vddlq 3icirqcf>i^ qjlq^ qqjRci q^q ^ ^ I 
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(^) ^ 

66. ^^^ W t IRT ^ ^ WiT ^ 3fg^ inpSrff tfqfcaf 

t I :■ ., ■. ■ -.' .. 

^ ■>■- T) ■ ■ '. ■ ■ ’" ""■' 

67. tt ^ ^ eTf% ^ ^ ^n1%cT ^ ^ t 

3fr? ^ ^ ^ ^ Prfer ^ym^rj^fr. 

^5^ ^5^ 3jk ^ ^ ^ ^HMf’e snftm>T^ ^ ti^ ^ 

me^M ?mT ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^jrof ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t l 

51. 

68. iJcflcW TT? ^ intend ^ teiR t :- . 

^ ^ ^ ^ srarar ^ ^ PratfiJcT ^ ^ 

^ gjq gf^Ti^T TT^ W t t^R!^ qRu|IH«^ WH pIT t; 

(^) 3iRn?fr ^ ^ ^ <iiwRcb micr ^ t; 

(y 3jk ^14^ ^ ^ W ^PfRr ^ mRuiihw^ ^ 

^ t 3lk ^ ^ ^ t ^ «l<4'ld41 ^ t I 

tiR^^dtniCT^^3Rrgi 

69. 5nte^ f cRTT^ t ’TTO ^ ^ , W 

t 1 dsnft. 5 ^ med'^lT^I ^ ^[mr ^sfxRT Mfcl^yf 5^*ft 15 ^ 

cfPl ^ JTSTTSft §RT ^IF^T af^RTcT cIT*! ^T*TP<I Wt, 

^ J5RT ^ 0 ^ ^ ^ ^ OTRtWSft %5 omw ^ \JMd«£ldl 

^ ^f ^ t yiRichi'5) ^ ^ t >5^ ^ ^ OTTO ^8 

^ ^ ^ ^ 5^#n? OTJTtTOT^ft % .TOTO ^TOTOI ^ ;5Tif tj%?u J 

vJM‘* 8 cW 1 cR ^ ^ ^ ^ SlRm? OTjJ^ ^ ^ ^ f I 

70. med^M ^5^ ^ >3^ aimcfR ^ ^ 3T^f^ c^rr wsif srf wtn 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ dlft> «IMK ^ dRld ^ jrfcR^Rt ^ f^ricT ^ yT: 

^€fTf^ ufT ^ ^ ^ ^ TOIP^ fid ^ t I MfcidM dTO OTJ dR^ ^ TOiT ^ % 
3TRTd ^ dM ^ d>»T dif Irl 3fR 5 ^?fcR 5 ^ vJM'HiddIsft ^ ddTO d 8 viMd^dl 

^3RR dif d%dT I 
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71. ^ ^ ^ atk eifcT Ci5t WcRT ^ ^ 

^ “^IF ^ ^?fr ^ aTRTcit ^ ^ vJIT^ 

t I cTBiift in^ ^ aft? vj^Vi ^ ^ §Tfrr w ft'tiK 

^ "ziF ^ t ciFj ^ ■an^ ^ t I aicf: 

^ ^ ?t^ ^ aTRTcft W ^ ^ ^ cFTT^ ^ 3i 

aiM^^ch 11 

72. Jnf^cui^l ^ aig^Ruf ^ cft ^ qipt ^ ^ ^il^ch i ^ 

aieicrT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ c^ ^?R? PRwwi^ cptt^ ^ ar^t^ 

# Fite vitiVi ^ ^ ^ ^ f^T^rr w ?rc^ i ?5^ aft? ?ps^ aiw ^ ^ 

^ arsT^ ^ ^ Pi^lcJd ?f^ ^ ^ ^ aiPTRit ^ f^r^erwi^ ?R*#?ft 
^ arj^i'HI Ch'(cl f Pl*-ifciRgci oifcicf)! ^ cbMH -8 ^ ^ill "W t I 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Cohnnierc^^ 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OEANTI-DUMPII^ AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 14th June, 200T 
FINAL FINDINGS 
(Sunset Review) 

Subject: Antt-Dumplns ^Spneet Review^ Investigations concerning imports of,+lexamine 
originat Lg ^ or e^qsorted from Russia and Saudi ^abia. 

No. 8/1/2001 ($SR)-DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, 
(hereinafter referred to as Act.) as amended in 1995 and the Oustcms T®^!^ (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Cjumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter referred to as Rules.); 

A. BACKGROUND 

2. WHEREAS, having regard to above Rules the Designated Authority (hereinafter 
also referred to as the Authority) notified final findings vide Notification No.8/1/2001- 
DGAD dated 15.2.200^ recommending imposition of anti-dumping duties on ali imports of 
Hexaitiine originating in or exported from Russia and-Saudi Arabia, In the original 
investigation the Preliminary findings were notified by the Designated Authority vide 
Notification No. 8/1/2001-DGAD dated 15.5.2001. Final findings of the Authority were 
notified by the Designated Authority vide Notification No.- 8/1/2001-DGAD dated 
15.2.2002 and the final duty was imposed on the sut^ect goods vide Customs Notification 
No.31/2002rCus. dated 27.3.2002. 

3. The Designated Authority, in terms of section 9A (5) of saidriAct. Received a 
substantiated application from M/s Simalin Chemicals Industries Pyt. Ltd^,,.Vadodara and 
M/s Kanoria Chemicals & Industries Ltd,, Ankleshwar requesting for review and 
continuation of the antlrdumping duties levied on the subject goods, for arwther five years 
on the ground® that th& dumping had continued in spile of Jmi^sition of .anti-dumping duty 
on imports of subject goods from subject countries and the domestic industry continued to 
suffer Injury on account of dumping by the subject countries,. Jt was also claimed that the 
anti-dumping duty was not sufficient to provide due relief to tfe domestic industry and 
cessation of anti-dumping duty would result in intensified injury to the domestic industry. 
The Designated Authority issued a pUhiic notice No. 8!/1/!^001(SSR)-DGAD dated 
15.6.2006, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti;dun[iP|ng (Sunset 
Review) investigations, to examine whether the expiry of anti dumping duty would lead to 

continuation or recurrence of dumping, injury or both. . : . . 

B. PROCEDURE 

4. In the proceedings the procedure described below has been followed; 

i> After initiation, pf the review the Authiprity sent questiopnairss;. along with the 
initiation notification, to the known, exporters/producers in ttw^suk^ect country in 
accordance with the Rule 6(4 to'elicit relevanVinfQrrgaticn, *:. 
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ii) Notices were also sent to the domestic Industry in India seeking relevant 
information in accordance with the Rules; 

iii) The Embassy of the subject countries in New Delhi were Informed about the 
initiation of the investigation, in accordance with ^ule 6(2), with a request to 
advise the exporters/producers in their country to respond to the qiiestionnaire 
within the prescribed time. 

iv) Royal Embassy of Saudi Arabia, New Delhi forwarded a letter from M/s Saudi 
Formaldehyde Co. Ltd. stated that opportunity should have been given to them 
before extension of duty on subject goods. The Erpbassy was requested to 
advice the exporter to submit required information on the prescribed format. 
The Embassy vide their letter dated 22.2.2007 informed that the concerned 
exporter has been advised. No information from the exporter or the Embassy 
. was submitted thereafter. 

v) Questionnaires were sent to the known importers and consumers of subject 
. goods in India catling for necessary information in accordance with Rule 6f4), 

vi) ^ No exporter/producer from subject countries and ihiporter responded <to the 
questionnaires. 

vii) The exporters, importers/users and domestic manufacturers who have not 
submitted any information in respect of this investigation have been tiiated as 
non-cooperating exporters, importers/users and domestic manufacturers. 

vilf) Request was made to the Directorate General of Commercial intelligence and 
Statistics (DGCI&S) to arrange details of imports of subject goods for the past 
three years, and the period of investigations. The data provided by thedbmestic 
' industry sourced from International Business Information Services><I^S) was 
verified from IBIS. 

ix) ‘Copies of the initiation notification were also sent to FtCCI, CII and ASSOCHAM 

for wider circulation. 

x) *M/s. Simalin Chemicals Industries Pvt. Ltd., Vadpdara, and M/s Kanoria 

Chemicals & Industries Ltd., Ankleshwar the domestic producers of the subject 
goods submitted the informatron/data; 

xi) ' The Authority verified the information furnished by the domestic ii^dustry to the 
'extent possible on the basis of Generally Accepted Accounth^ 'Prk^eiples 

(GAAP) to examine the injury suffered, to work out opitimum cost of pfUductidn , 
' cost to make and sell the subject goods in India and’so as to ascertain if Anti- 
’ Dumping duty lower than the dumping margin would be sufficient lo n^ove 
' injury to Domestic Industry; 

xii) The Authority held a public hearing on 20**^ December,2006 to hear the 
Interested parties orally, which was attended by representatives of the domestic 
industry. The parties attending the public hearing werd requested to file written 
submissions of views expressed orally. The written submissions received from 
Interested parties have been considered by Designated Authority in this 
disclosure; 

xiii) The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties conhiining 
non-confidential version of all evidence submitted by various interested parties 
for inspection, upon request. 

xiv) The views expressed by various interested parties in response to the initiation 
notification and subsequent to the public hearing are discussed In the relevant 
paragraphs to the extent these are relevant as per rules and have a bearing 
upon the case. The arguments raised by the interested parties have been 
examined, considered and, wherever appropriate, dealt in relevant paragraphs. 

XV) In accordance with Rule 16 supra, the essential facts/basis considered for these 
findings were disclosed on to known interested parties and comments received 
have been duly considered in the findings. 
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xvl) Investigations were carried out for the period of investigation (POI) from 
April 2005 to 31** March 2006 (12 months). Howtever injury analysis have been 
carried out for the years April 2002 - March 2003, April 2003 - March 2004, 
April 2005 - March 2006 and the period of investigation, 
xvii) **** in this notification represents information furnished by an interested party 
on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the AD Rules. 

C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE 

5. The product involved In the original investigation was Hexa Methylene Tetramine 
also known as ‘Hexamine’. This being a Sunset review, therefore, the investigation covers 
the product covered in the original investigation. 

6. Hexamine is a white crystalline powder with a sweet metallic tests. In the pure form, 
it is colourless and odourless. Hexa Methylene Tetramine compound is also known as 
Ammoform, Methenamine, Cystamine, Cystogen, Urotropine. The most important use of 
Hexarnine is for production of solid phenolic resins. It is also used as a Urinary Antiseptic, 
Adhesives, Coating, Dye fixture, fuel tablets for camping stoves. 

7. It is an organic chemical falling under heading No. 29212901 in Chapter 29 of the 
First Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act and ITC HS Classification. This classification 
however, is indicative only and in no way binding on the scope of the present 
investigation. 

8. The domestic industry also produces Hexamine having similar characteristics and 
specifications. No argument has been extended, by any interested party, on the issue of 
product under consideration or like article and therefore, the Authority holds that the 
product being manufactured by the domestic industry and the product being manufactured 
and exported from the subject countries are like article as per Rule 2(d) of Anti-Dumping 
Rules. 

D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

9. In the original investigation the application for anti-dumping investigation was filed 
by M/s. Simalin Chemicals Industries Pvt.Ltd, Vadodara, and M/s Rockford petro 
chemical Industries Ltdr, Indore on behalf of the domestic industry, in the present sunset 
review the information/data has been provided by M/s Simalin Chemicals Industries Pvt. 
Ltd. , Vadodara and M/s Kanoria Chemicals & industries Ltd, Ankleshwar. The data and 
information submitted by M/s Simalin Chemical Industries Pvt. Ltd and M/s Kanoria 
Chemicals & industries Ltd. have been considered for analyzing the injury to the domestic 
industry. 

E. INITIATION OF THE REVIEW AND ARGUMENTS RAISED 
E.1 Views of Applicant Domestic Industry 

10. Domestic industry has submitted that despite anti-dumping duty on Hexamine, 
dumping continued from the subject country. ‘Given the Volume of imports and level of 
prices at which the goods have been exported to India' in spite of existence of anti¬ 
dumping duty, it is likely that volume of import would further increase in case anti¬ 
dumping duties are withdrawn.’ Regarding present state of performance, the domestic 
industry submitted that imposition of anti-dumping duty has helped the domestic industry 
to maintain and increase their production and utilize capacity at an optimal level and 
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maintain its sales volume. Landing price of imports is significantly below the net sales 
realization of the domestic industry. Regarding profitability, the industry i$ facing 
significant per unit losses over the years. Imports are already undercutting the prices of 
domestic industry to a significant extent, should the present duty be revoked, the extent 
of price undercutting would further Increase. Further, the performance of dom^tic 
Industry was already adverse during the period under consideration and it is likely that 
revocation of antidumping measure would result in intensified injury to the dom^tic 
industry. It has also been submitted that as per understanding of the domestic industry 
the production capacity in Russia and Saudi Arabia for the product under consideration is 
higher than their domestic demand. Should the current measure be allowed to lapse, 
there is a threat that significant proportion of the unused production capability would be 
used to flood the Indian market. 

E. 2 Examination by the Authority 

11. The Authority takes note of arguments raised by the domestic industry regarding 
continued injury to the domestic industry. These arguments have been taken into ^ount 
while analyzing the injury to the domestic industry, threat of recurrence of dumping SHid 
Injury to the domestic industry. 

F. METHODOLOGY FOR CALCULATION OF DUMPING MARGIN 

F.1 DUMPING DETERMINATION: NORMAL VALUE, EXPORT PRICE AND 
DUMPMING MARGIN 

F.2 Normal Value for Russia 

12. No exporter from Russia has cooperated and provided information relating to 
exports and domestic sales on exporter’s questionnaire. The presumption of non-market 
economy as para 8(2) of Annexure-1 of Anti-dumping Rules also remain unrebutted, In 
'absence of relevant information about the other options as per para 7 of Anti-dumping ^ 
Rules, the Authority has constructed normal value by adopting method ‘other reaspnal^ j^^ 
basis’ as per facts available as per Rule 6(8) of Anti-dumping Rules. 

13. In view of the above, the Authority has constructed the normal value by considering 
the raw material and utilities fqr manufacture of Hexamine at the‘international prices, the 
consumption norms, conversiori cost and other costs of the efficient Indian producer of the 
domestic Industry. In addition profit @5% has been added to construct the normal value. 
Based on above information available, the normal value has been calculated as Rs.***/MT 
or USD ***/MT. by considering the average exchange rate during POI of 1 USD=Rs.44.41 

F.3 Export Price for non-cooperating Russian exporters 

14. In absence of any information about export price from Russian exporters, the 
export price has been determined on the'basis of transaction-wise details provided by 
IBIS. During POI the GIF price was Rs.***/MT (US$701.21/MT.) for Russia. After making 
adjustments on account of inland freight, ocean freight, marine insurance. Commission, 
port expenses and bank charges the ex-factory export price has been calculated as US$ 
***/MT for Russia (1 US$ = Rs.44.41 during the POL). 

F.4 Normal Value for Saudi Arabia 

15. No exporter from Saudi Arabia has provided any information about export and 
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domestic sales. In absence of any information, the Authority has constructed the normal 
value on the basis of facts available as per Rule 6(8) of the Anti-dumping Rules. 

16. In view of the above, the Authority has constructed the normal value by considering 
the raw material and utilities for manufacture of Hexamine at the International prices, the 
consurnption norms, conversion cost and other costs of the efficient Indian producer of the 
domestic Industry. In addition profit @5% has been added to construct the normal value. 
Based on above information available, the normal value has been calculated as Rs.*^/MT 
or USD ***/MT. by considering the average exchange rate during POI of 1 USD=Rs.44.41 

F.5 Export Price for non-cooperating exporters from Saudi Arabia 

17. In absence of any information about export price from exporters of Saudi Arabia, 
the export price has been determined on the basis of transaction-wise details provided by 
IBIS. During POI the GIF price was Rs.***/MT (US$ ***/MT) for Saudi Arabia. After 
making adjustments on account of inland freight, ocean freight, marine insurance, 
Commission, port expenses and bank charges the ex-factory export price has been 
calculated as US$ for Saudi Arabia (1 US$ = Rs.44.41 during the POI). 

F.6 DUMPING MARGIN 

18. Based on the normal value and export price as determined above, the Authority 
determined the dumping margin as under: 


Dumping Margin 


Exporter/Producer 

Normal 

Value 

USD/MT 

Export 

Price 

USD/MT 

Dumping 

Margin 

USD/MT 

Dumping 
Margin % 

All exporters from Russia 

*** 

1Hrk 

*** 

38.09% ; 

All exporters from Saudi 
Arabia 

■kitk 

*** 

*»* 

34^57% ' 


The above calculated dumping margins are more than de minimis. 

G. METHODOLOGY FOR INJURY DETERMINATION AND EXAMINATION OF 
CAUSAL LINK 

INJURY DETERMINATION 

G.1 CONTINUATION OF INJURY 

Views of Domestic industry are summarized below 

19. Imposition of anti-dumping duty has helped the domestic industry to maintain, and 
increase its production, sales and utilize capacity at higher levels. The domestic industry 
would have been able to improve itself further had the dumped import not been available 
in the market place. Increase in production resulted in Increase in productivity. The 
landed price of imports without anti-dumping duty was below the net realization of the 
domestic Industry. The domestic^ndustry was not able to recover fair price from market 
even after Imposition of duty as dumped imports from Russia and Saudi Arabia was 
available in market at significantly lower prices because of misuse/abuse of duty 
exemption scheme. 
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20. Domestic industry submitted that it did not have any benefit from imposition of Anti 
Dumping Duty against of imports of Hexamine from Russia as Customs Authorities 
continue to collect only US$ 3.77 per MT from the Russian Exporters as the anti dumping 
duty in spite of CSTAT order for enhancing the duty to 204.08 US$ . This has only 
resulted in continued injury of the domestic industry and removal of existing Anti Dumping 
Duty at this stage would force the domestic industry to suspend their production. The 
cash profit of domestic industry have deteriorated significantly during injury period 
similarly, return on investment shows considerably adverse situation. 

G.2 Examination by the Authority 

21. The Authority has taken note of various arguments raised in regard to injury to the 
domestic industry. The Authority also notes that anti-dumping duty is in force against 
Russia and Saudi Arabia. In its final determination in respect of Russia and Saudi Arabia 
the Authority had determined that imports from subject country was at dumped^ prices. 
Therefore, for the purpose of Injury and causal link analysis, the imports from" subject 
country has been treated as dumped Imports.. 

22. Article 3.1 of the ADA and Annexure II of the AD Rules provide for an objective 
examination of both, (a) the volume of dumped imports and the effect of the dumped 
imports on prices in the domestic market for the like products; and (b) the consecjuent 
Impact of these imports on domestic producers of such products, with regard to the 
volume effect of the dumped imports. The authorities are required to examine whether 
there has been a significant increase in imports, either in absolute term or relative to 
production or consumption in the importing member. With regard to the price effect of the 
dumped imports, the authorities are required to examine whether there has been 
significant price undercutting by the dumped imports as compared to the price of the like 
product in the importing country, or whether the effect of such imports Is otherwise to 
depress prices to a significant degree, or prevent price increase, which would have 
otherwise occurred to a significant degree. 

23. For the purpose of injury analysis the Authority has ex'amined the volume and 
price effects of dumped imports of the subject goods on the domestic industry and its 
effect on the prices and profitability to examine the existence of injury and causal links 
between the dumping and injury, if any. 


(A) VOLUME EFFECT: Volume effect of dumped imports and impact on domestic 
industry: 

24. The effects of volume of dumped imports from subject country has been examined 
as follows: 


i) Import Volume and share of the subject country: 


_ L _• - ■ 1 

Particulars 

Units 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-0$ 







Imports as per IBIS 






Russia 

MT 

20 



660 

Saudi Arabia 

MT 

- 

60 

440 

558 

Subiect country 

MT 

20 

60 

440 

1.218 

Trend{ Indexed taking 2002- 
03 as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

300 

2,200 

6,092 

Country already attracting 
duty( Iran)__!_ 

MT 


80 

260 

200 
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Other Country 

MT 

- 

118 

. 103 

167 

Total Imports 

MT 

20 

258 

803 


Trend( Indexed taking 2002- 
03 as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

1,290 

4,015 








Market share in imports 

. 





Russia 

— 

100 

- 

- 

42 

Saudi Arabia 

% 

- 

23 

55 

35 


% 

100 

23“! 

55 

77 

Country already attracting 
duty( Iran) 

% 


31 

32 

13 

Other Country 

% 

- 

46 

13 

11 

Total 

% 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Demand 

MT 


miESEm 

11,356 


Trend 

Index 

100 

121 

136 

146 

Produetion 


6,578 

7,796 

7,822 

8.056 

Trend 

Index 

100 

119 

119 

122 

Domestic Sales 

MT 

6,592 

7,535 


7,739 

Trend 

Index 

100 

114 

121 

117 


25. The Authority has examined the transaction-wise details of imports provided by 
DGCIS and compared the same with the data provided by International Business 
Information Services (IBIS). On comparison it was found that all transaction of imports 
have not been captured in the data provided by DGCIS. The quantity of imports reported 
by DGCI&S is 1016 MT during POL The transaction-wise details of imports provided by 
International Business Information Services (IBIS) shows that imports have been higher 
than what has been reported by the DGCI&S. Therefore, the data provided by the IBIS 
has been relied upon for analysis. Information provided by IBIS shows that imports from 
♦he subject countries were 1218 MT, and increased considerably during period of 
investigation as compared to 2004-05 (440 MT), and base year (20 MT). During the 
same period, total imports from all countries increased from 20MT to 1586 MT. Share of 
the subject countries in total imports during POI was 77%, and Iran (country already 
.-attracting antidumping duty) was 13% as compared to the other countries whose share 
was approximately 11%. 

ii) Demand, Output and Market shares 


a) Production & capacity utilization of the Domestic Industry 


Particulars 

Units 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

Capacity 

MT 

7000 

8000 

8000 

8000 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002- 
03 as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

114 

114 

114 

Production 

MT 

6,578 

7,796 

7,822 

8,056 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002- 
03 as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

119 

119 

122 

Capacity Utilisation 

% 

94 

97 

98 

101 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002- 
03 as 100) 

Indexed 

too 

104 

104 

107 


26. It has been noted that capacity of domestic industry has increased by 14% during 
POI as compared to the base year.. The production shows the rising trend, as compared 
to base year , it had increased by 22% during POL It has also been noted that the 
domestic industry has Improved capacity utilization from base year to POL During POI 
the domestic industry fully utilized its capacity. 
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b) Sales of Domestic Industry 


Particulars 

Units 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 


Sales Domestic 






Simalin 

MT 

3,084 

3,345 

3,717 

3,467 

Kanoria 

MT 

3,508 

4,190 

4.280 

4,273 

Total 

MT 

6,592 

7,535 

7,997 

7.739 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002- 
03 as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

114 

121 

117 

Sales Export 

MT 





Simalin 

MT 





Kanoria 

MT 

20 

40 

116 

- 

Total 

MT 

20 

40 

116 

- 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002- 
03 as 100) 

indexed 

100 

200 

580 



27. The data shows that domestic sales of the domestic industry had been rising 
during injury period, As compared to base year it grew by 17% during POI. Kanoria 
chemicai had some export from 2002-03 to 2004-05, however, during the POI no exports 
has been effected. 

c) Demand and Market Share 


Particulars 

units 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

Demand 






Sale of Domestic Industry 

MT 

6,592 

7,535 

7,997 

7.739 

Sale of Other Producers 

MT 

1,753 

2,315 

2,556 

2,899 

Import from Subject Countries 

MT 


60 

440 


Import from Country already 
attracting duty 

MT 


80 

260 

200 

Import from other countries 

MT 

- 

118 

103 

167 

Demand 

MT 

8,365 

10,108 


12.224 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002- 
03 as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

121 

136 

146 







Market share in Demand 






Domestic Industry 

% 

79 

75 

70 

, 63 

Other Producers 

% 

21 

23 

23 

24 

Subject Countries 

% 

0 

1 

4 

10 

Country already attracting 

-dyS!__ 

% 


1 

2 

2 

Other country 

% 

- 

1 

1 

1 

Total 

% 

100 

100 

100 

100 


28. The demand of subject goods has been calculated by addition of domestic sales c 
domestic industry, other producers and imports irom ail the countries. The data show 
that growth in demand shows positive trend, it increased by 46% during POI as compare 
to the base year. Data also shows that the share of the domestic industry in demand wa 
63% during POI as compared to 79% in the base year. The share of other producer 



























































































































31 


I—13 W ^ ; 3 TO W RPI 


grew from 21% in base year to 24% during POL The share of subject countries 
increased to 10% during POI as compared to 2004-05 and 2003-04 when it was 4% and 
1 % respectively, it has been noted that the share of domestic industry declined to 63% 
during POI, however, the domestic industry had utilized its full capacity during the POL 

<B) Price Effect of the durhped imports on the Domestic Industry 

Price Undercutting 


Particulars 

units 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 







Landed price of Imports 






Russia 

BSMT 


- 

- 


Saudi Arabia 


- 

36.562 


38,363 

Subject Country 

BS./MT 

27.190 




Net sales Realisation- Dorriestic 
Industry 

■mi 

*** 

IHHt 



Price Undercutting 






Russia 


W** 



WWW 

Saudi Arabia 

RS./MT 



*** 

*** 

Subject Countries 


W** 

*** 

WWW 


Subject countries - Range 





5-15% 


29. The impact on the prices of the domestic industry on account of dumped imports 
from the subject countries have been examined with reference to the price undercutting, 
price underselling, price suppression and price depression, if any. For the purpose of this 
analysis the weighted average cost of production, weighted average Net Sales 
Realisation (NSR) and the Non-Injurious Price (NIP) of the domestic industry have been 
compared with landed cost of imports from the subject countries, 

30. ( In determining the n^ sales^^^r^^^ of the domestic industry, the discounts 
offered by the domestic industry arid the Central Excise Duty have been adjusted. 

31. The landed value of impels from the subject countries was lower than-ttie net 
sales realization of the domestic industry for the subject goods during the POI thi^reby, 
undercutting the selling price of the domestic industry. The undercutting margin was in 
the range of 5-15% during the POL 

Price Underselling 


Price underselling^ 

RS./MT 

Non Injurious Price 

:v ' ■ 

Landed Value (Russia) 

V'_; jUf** 

Landed.yalue(% Arabia) 


Landed Value (Object countries) 


Price Undersong (Russia) 

*** 

Price Uriderseillfig (SvArabia) 

' **♦- ■ 

Price Underselling (Subject countries) 

*** 
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Price Underselling (%) 

*** 

Price Underselling range 

15-25% 


32. The price suppression effect of the dumped imports has also been examined with 
reference to the cost of production, net sales realization and the landed values from the 
subject country. 

33. The trend of cost of production shows that cost of production increased by 10% in 
2003-04, 14% in 2004-05 and 12% during POI as compared to base year. The selling 
price increased by 16% in 2003-04, 13% in 2004-05 and POI as compared to base year. 
The imports from subject countries increased to 440 MT in 2004-05 as compared to 60 
MT in 2003-04 and 20 MT in 2002-03. The selling price increased by 16% in 2003-04 as 
compared to increase of cost of production by 10% during the same period. The 
suppressing effect of imports on the selling price becomes apparent in 2004-05 when 
cost of production increased as compared to 2003-04 whereas the selling price declined 
in 2004-05 as compared to 2003-04. 

34. The price underselling is an important indicator of assessment of injury; thus, the 
Authority has worked out a non injurious price and compared the same with the landed 
value to arrive at the extent of price underselling. The non-injurious price has been 
evaluated for the domestic producer by appropriately considering the cost of production 
for the product under consideration during the POI. The analysis shows that the 
weighted average landed value of the subject goods from subject countries is less than 
the non injurious price determined for the domestic industry during the period of 
investigation. The underselling margin was in the range of 15-25% during the POI. 

G.3 Examination of other Injury Parameters 


35. After having examined the effect of dumped imports on the volumes and prices of 
the domestic industry and major injury indicators like volume, capacity, output, capacity 
utilization and sales of the domestic industry as well as demand pattern with market 
shares of various segments in the earlier section, other economic parameters which 
could indicate existence of injury to the domestic industry have been analysed hereunder 
as follows: 

i) Profits and Actual and Potential Effects on Cash Flow 


Particulars 

Units 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

Cost of Production- Domestic 
Industry 

RS./MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

WWW 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002-03 as 
100) 

Indexed 

100 

T10 

1.14 

112 

Selling Price- Domestic Industry 

RS./MT 

*** 


*** 

WWW 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002-03 as 
100) 

Indexed 

100 

116 

113 

113 

Proftt/(Loss)- Domestic Industry 

RS./MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend( Irxiexed taking 2002-03 as 

Indexed 


289 
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100) 





(55) 

Profit/(Loss)- Domestic Industry 

n 

*** 

'k'k'k 

*** 

*** 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002-03 as 
100) . 

Indexed 

mm 

330 

mu 


Cash Profit- Domestic Industry 

RS. 

Lacs 

*** 

.*** 

mm 

*** 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002-03 as 
100) 

Indexed 

HHi 

4,004 


275 


36. The data shows that cost of sales increased by 10% in 2003-04, 14% In 2004-05 
and 12% during POI as compared to base year. The net selling price increased by 16% 
in 2003-04, 13% in 2004-05 and POI as compared to base year. The loss/per MT in 
2002-03 turned in to profit in 2003-04, however, it again became loss in 2004-05 and 
2005-06. Similarly, the losses on domestic sales in 2002-03 turned to profits in 2003-04 
and again became loss in 2004-05 and 2005-06. The same trend is exhibited in the cash 
profits. The Authority notes that the loss per unit in 2004-05 and 2005-06 are relatable to 
impact of the increased in imports of subject goods in 2004-05 and 2005-06. 


ii) Employment and Wages 


Particulars 

Units 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

Employment 






Simalin 

Nos 

ir-k-k 

•kkic 


kkk 

Kanoria 

Nos 

•kick 

kick 

kkk 

J 

kkk 

Total 

Nos 


kkk 


kkk 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002-03 
as 100) 

Indexed 

100 


100 


Wages 






Simalin 

RS. Lacs 

*** 

kkk 

*** 

kkk 

Kanoria 

RS. Lacs 

kkk ' 

kkk 

kkk 

*** 

Total 

RS. Lacs 

*** 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

Trend(lndexed taking 2002-03 
as 100) 

Indexed 

100 


104 

107 

Wages per MT of production 






Simalin 

RS 

*** 

*** 

kkk 

kkk 

Kanoria 

RS 


kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

Domestic Industry 

RS 


kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002-03 
as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

87 

87 

88 


37. The data shows that number of employees of the domestic industry had increased 
by 3% during POI as compared to base year. The wages during the same period had 
increased by 7%. 

Mi) Productivity 


Particulars 

Units 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 1 

2005-06 
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Employment 






Simalin 

Nos 

*** 

*** 

*** 

kick 

¥ 

Kanoria 

Nos 

*** 

*** 


kkk 

Total 

Nos 

*** 

itkir ^ 

*** 

*** 

Trend{ Indexed taking 2002-03 
as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

97 

100 

103 

Production 




■ 


Simalin 

MT 

*** 

*** 

. 

kfcit 

Kanoria 

MT 

*** 

kk* 


kkk 

Total 

MT 

itirif 

kkit 

kkk 

★** 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002-03 
as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

119 

119 


Productivity per Employee 






Simalin 

MT 

it-kit 

kkk 

■kkk 


Kanoria 

MT 

kk-k 

kkit 

kkk 

kkie 

Domestic Industry 

MT 

kkit 

■kkk 

kkk 


Trend{ Indexed taking 2002-03 
as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

122 

119 

119 


38. The data shows that the productivity i.e. production per employee of the domestic 
industry increased by 19% during POl as compared to base year. 

iv) Inventories 


Particulars 

Units 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

Average Inventory 






Simalin 

MT 


*** 

kkk 

*** 

Kanoria 

MT 

*** 

■kkk 

kkk 


Domestic Industry 

MT 

kkit 

kk-k 

irkk 


Trend( Indexed taking 2002-03 
as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

152 

133 


Average inventory equivalent to 
the No. of sale days 

Days 

10 

13 

10 

11 i 


39. The average inventory in absolute term shows rising trend. As compared to base 
year it had increased by 40% during POl, The average inventory measured in terms of 
sale days shows that it was equivalent to 10 days in 2003 and increased to 11 days in 
2004-05. 


v) Return on Capital Employed and Ability to Raise Capital 


Particulars 

Units 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

Capital Employed - Net Fixed 
Assets basis 




— 


Simalin 

RS. Lacs 

*** 

*** 

kkk 


Kanoria 

RS. Lacs 

*** 

kkk 

kkk 

*** 

Domestic Industry 

RS. Lacs 

kkk 

*** 

kkk 

kkk 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002-03 
as 100) 

indexed 

_^100 

■ 

142 

130 

122 
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Profit before interest and Tax 






Simalin 

RS. Lacs 

*** 

ifUir 

*★* 

•kitit 

Kanoria 

RS. Lacs 





Domestic industry 

RS. Lacs 

*** 

WiRr* 



Trend( indexed taking 2002-03 
as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

1,650 


151 

Return on Capital Employed 






Simalin 

% 

*** 

iHrit 

*** 

kkk 

Kanoria 

% 

*** 

*** 


-kkk 

Domestic Industry 

% 

**4r 



*** 

Trend( Indexed taking 2002-03 
as 100) 

Indexed 

100 

1,159 

■■ 

124 


40. The data shows that the capital employed (Net Fixed Asset basis) of the domestic 
industry increased by 22% during POI as compared to base year. The return on capital 
employed of the domestic industry turned negative in 2003-04. However, it wae positive 
during POI. 

vi) Factors affecting prices 

41. The cost of sale increased by 10% in 2003-04, 14% In'2004-05 and 12% during 
POI as compared to base year. The export price from Russia declined in 2002-03, 
however, it was higher during POI as compared to 2001-02. The export price from Saudi 
Arabia shows rising trend and increased in 2004-05 arid 2005-06 as compared to 2003- 
04. The customs duty declined from 30% in 2002-03 to 15% during POI. The combined 
effect of export price and reduced customs duty consequently impacted the landed value 
of subject goods. Landed value from Russia was higher during POI as compared to 
2002-03. The landed value from S. Arabia Increased in 2004-05 as compared to 2003- 
04, however, it declined during POI. The price undercutting from Russia was positive in 
2002-03 and 2005-06. There was no imports from Russia during 2003-04 and 2004-05. 
The price undercutting from S. Arabia remained positive during 2003-04, 2004-05 and 
POI. The imports from subject countries increased considerably during 2004-05 and 
2005-06, and impacted the net selling price of the domestic industry. 

vli) Magnitude of Dumping 

42. The dumping margin for the subject countries have been found out to be 42.66% 
and 39.02% for Russia and Saudi Arabia respectively. 

vlii) Growth 

43. The evaluation of data shows there was positive growth in demand, production, 
sales and productivity of the subject goods. However, it shows negative growth in 
inventories, cost of production, profit and return on capital employed. 

G.4 Conclusion on Injury Parameters 

44. The demand of subject goods grew by 46% during POI as compared to base year. 
The domestic industry increased its capacity and production by 14% and 22% 
respectively during the same period. During the POI, the domestic industry utilized its full 
capacity. The sales of domestic industry increased by 17% during POI as compared to 
base year, however, the sale was higher during 2004-05 as compared to POL The 
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average inventory (equivalent to No. of sale days) was higher during POI as coqipared to 
2004-05 and base year. The share in demand of domestic industry declined to 63% 
during POI as compared to 79% in the base year. The share of other producers, 
however, increased to 24% during POI as compared to base year. The domestic Industry 
utilized Its full capacity during the POI. However, sale during POI was less than that of 
2004-05 and average Inventory risen during POI Indicating constraints in sales. 

45. The cost of sale Increased by t0% in 2003-04, 14% in 2004-05 and 12% during 
POI as compared to base year. The net selling price Increased by 16% in 2003-04 and 
13% in .2004-05 and POI as compared to base year. In 2004-05, though there was 
increase in cost of sale, the net selling price declined. The profitability which was positive 
in 2003-04 turned negative In 2004-05 and POI. Similarly, profits which was positive in 
2003-04 turned into losses in 2004-05 and POI. The return on capital employed turned 
negative In 2004-05, however, it was slightly positive during the POI. The above 
mentioned economic factors indicate that though there was improvement in utilization of 
the capacity, production and sales, the domestic industry after improving in 2003-04 
started suffering losses in 2004-05 and 2005-06 because of decline in selling price and 
increase in the cost of production as compared to previous years. The above mentioned 
parameters indicate that performance of the- domestic industry after showing 
improvement deteriorated from 2004-05 onwards indicating that domestic Industry 
continued to suffer material Injury despite the imposition of anti-dumping duty. 

G.5 OTHERS KNOWN FACTORS 

i) Volume and prices of imports from other sources 

46. During the POI the imports have taken place mainly from Russia and Saudi 
Arabia. Out of total imports of 1586 MT during POI, 77% of imports have taken place from 
Subject country. There was Imports of 200 MT from Iran (Country already attracting duty) 
and 167 MT from other countries. 


li) Contraction In demand and / or change in pattern of consumption 

tl'ay subject goods shows significant growth. It increased by 

46/o during POI as compared to the base year, therefore, this factor is not possible 
reason which could have caused injury to the domestic industry. 

iii) Trade restrictive practices of and competition between the foreign and domestic 
producers 

48. The subject goods are freely importable and there are no trade restrictive practices 
in the domestic market. Therefore, this factor could not have been reason to cause injury 
to the domestic industry 

iv) Development of technology and export performance 

49. Technology or technology related issues have not been raised by any interested 
party as cause of injury to the domestic industry. It is noted that the domestic industry 
was exporting some quantity during the base year 2002-03 to 2004-05 however, during 
the POI there was no exports. As exports constitute very small portion of the domestic 
sales, therefore, this factor is not causing injury to the domestic industry. 
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v) Productivity of the Domestic Industry 

50. Productivity of the domestic industry has shown improvement. It has improved by 
19% during POI as compared to the base year. 

G.6 CAUSAL LINK 

51. The submissions made by interested parties in respect of the issue of causal link 
have been examined. A detailed examination was made with regards to the issues 
pertaining to the material Injury to the domestic Industry and causal link between the 
material-injury to the domestic industry and dumped imports. Paragraph (v) of Annexure II 
of the Anti-dumping Rules reads as under: 

" It must be demonstrated that the dumped imports are, through the effects of dumping, 
as set forth in paragraphs (ii) and (iv) above, causing injury to the domestic industry. The 
demonstration of a causal relationship between the dumped imports and the injury to the 
domestic industry shall be based on an examination of relevant evidence before the 
designated authority. The designated authority shall also examine any known factors 
other than the dumped imports which at the same time are iiyuring the domestic Industry, 
and the injury caused by these other factors must not be attributed to the dumped 
imports. Factors which may be relevant in this respect include, inter alia, the volume and 
prices of imports not sold at dumping prices, contraction in demand or changes in the 
patterns of consumption, trade restrictive practices of and competition between the 
foreign and domestic producers, developments in technology and the export performance 
and the productivity of the domestic industry ." 

52. As discussed above, the injury to the domestic industry is not caused by these 
other known factors. Though the anti-dumping duty was in force even then the imports 
from subject countries continued to be available in dumped prices which was 
undercutting prices of domestic Industry and was being sold at prices below the non- 
injurious prices of the domestic industry. The imports from subject countries were 
negligible in 2002-03 (20 MT) and 2003-04 (60 MT), the performance of the domestic 
industry Improved during the same period. In 2004-05 and 2005-06 with the increased 
imports from subject countries started impacting the net selling price of the domestic 
industry. Consequently, the domestic industry suffered in profitability, cash profits and 
return on investment. The above analysis indicate that there is causal link between 
dumped imports and material injury to the domestic Industry. 

H. LIKELIHOOD OF RECURRENCE OF DUMPING AND INJURY 

H. 1 Recurrence of Dumping 

53. The domestic industry has made following submissions regarding recurrence of 
dumping: 

I. Level of current and past dumping margin 

54. Given the dumping* margin determined by the Authprity in the previous 
investigation and the dumping margin now assessed by the domestic industry, it is 
evident that the dumping is likely to continue witi) revocation of anti dumping duties, in 
fact, dumping would only intensify, given that the exporters are largely engaged in 
exports of the product, given the following trend in import volumes. 
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Year 

Imports from Subject 
Countries in MT 

1999-00 

88 

2000-01 

723 

2001-02 

344 

2002-03 

20 

2003-04 

60 

2004-05 

440 

2005-06(P01) 

1,238 


55. It is evident from the above that (a) volume of imports in the current POI were 
already at such level so as to be labeled significant and causing material injury, thus 
requiring no further investigation that the imports are likely to increase further, (b) the 
volume of imports is likely to Increase further in the event of revocation of anti dumping 
duties, given that imports from Saudi would increase further in the event of revocation of 
anti dumping duties, given the significant increase in price undercutting In the event of 
revocation of anti dumping duties. 

2. Price attractiveness of Indian market 

56. The prices at which material is being exported by Russia.and Saudi Arabia to India 
are also an indicator of the continuation of dumping. At the landed price (without anti 
dumping duty) there is significant undercutting, as would be seen from the table below:- 




Landed price 


Price undercutting 




S. Arabia 

Russia 

D. 1. 

With, duty 

Withou 

tduty 







S. Arabia 

Russia 

S. Arabia 

Russia 

1999-00 

25.70 

- 

34.78 

- 

28.71 

N.A. 

N.A. 

mm 

N.A 

Apr.-Sept., 
2000 

18.30 

14.00 

25.42 

19.45 

33.76 

N.A. 

N.A. 

16.53 

12.27 


25.79 

22.02 

35.82 

30.58 

37.67 

N.A. 

N.A. 

1.86 

7.09 

2001-02 

- 

22.51 

- 

30.47 

31.72 

N.A. 


N.A. 

1.25 

2002-03 


21.08 


27.46 

36.14 

N.A. 

8.49 

N.A. 

8.67 

2003-04 

28.34 

- 

36.93 

- 

41.95 


N.A. 

5.03 

N.A. 

2004-05 

33.38 

- 

40.13 

- 

40.82 

■aBM 

N.A. 

0.7 

N.A. 

2005-06 

33.65 

31.45 

38.75 

36.22 

40.94 

2.02 

4.55 

2.19 

4.72 


Thus, with the revocation of anti dumping duties, the Indian prices would be too 
attractive to the Foreign Producers and Indian Consumers to transact significant 
volumes. 

3. Export orientation of foreign producers 

57. Exporters in Russia and Saudi Arabia have built capacities far in excess of their 
domestic demand. Kind attention of the Designated Authority is invited to Appendlx-7 of 
questionnaire response filed by M/s. Saudi Formaldehyde Chemical Company Ltd. 
(SFCCL) (in the original investigation) wherein they have shown their Installed Capacity 
as 5600 MT per annum and admitted that there is no market for domestic sales. 
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58. With regard to Russia, there is very limited published information available as the 
Russian producers have not been making available such information public. 
Nevertheless, the petitioner has been able to trace at least one producer and ife capacity 
information. Desired information is enclosed with these submissions. It would be seen 
that the company is having significant 15,000 MT capacity. 

59. It is thus evident that the exporters are largely engaged in exports of the product 
concerned and dumping would Intensify with revocation of anti dumping duties. 

60. In view of the above, domestic industry submits that there is no reason to believe 
that the exporters/producers from Saudi Arabia and Russia would not continue exporting 
material to the Indian market in significant volumes at dumped prices. This would lead to 
continued dumping of the product in the market. 

H.2 Examination by the Authority on Recurrence of Dumping 

61. The Authority has found that imports from the subject countries were coming at the 
dumped prices during the period of investigation and there is no material on the record to 
show that the dumping would not continue. The existence of dumping margin during the 
original investigation anct in the present, review indicate that there is a possibility of 
continuance of the dumping from the subject countries. 


H.3 Recurrence of Injury 

62. Regarding recurrence of injury the domestic industry has made following 
submissions: 

a) Vulnerability of the Domestic Industry 

63 Producers/exportere from Russia and Saudi Arabia have continued to ei^ort at 
dumping prices. Present investigation is a review investigation and the Designated 
Authority is required to examine whether revocation of duty is likely to lead *o 

or recurrence of dumping. In this case, as there are ^ntinu^ 

Designated Authority is required to examine whether revocation of duty is like^ to lea 
Continued dumping of the product. Exporters and produoere from 
are exporting subject products to India for the past several years. The exports are nrt 
only being made to India but also are being made to other countnes. The quantity temg 
exported % these countries to world countries is significant. In fact. Saudi export is 
exporting entire volumes with zero domestic sales. Apparently, producers in ami 

Saudi Arabia are having significant surplus/excess capacity of the product under 

consideration. 

64 Continued exports even after imposition of duty dearly show that the export 
volumes would at best increase after revocation of duty. There is no reason ‘o 

that exports would decline or the export price would increase after revo^tion of duty^ 
Following parameters shows that dumping is likely to continue in the event of revocation 
of anti dumping duties. 

b) Significant price undercutting by imports with current measures 

65. Imports from subject country would be undercutting prices of dornef ic industry in 
the Indian market in case duty is revoked. There is a great likelihood of further injury to 
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the domestic industry from dumped imports as the level of price difference between 
imported product and domestic industry's product is too significant even when domestic 
industry is charging unremunerative prices. 

c) Level of dumping margin 

66. It has been submitted that the dumping margin is significant as per the calculation 
made by the domestic industry. 


Examination by the Authority on Recurrence of injury 

67. The Authority has already found the existence of material injury to the domestic 

!«arguments of the domestic industry about 
vulnerability of the domestic industry, significant price undercutting and level of dumpiriq 
maigin, the Authority is of the view there is a possibility of continuance of injury because 
subjert g"^^^ subject goods in case the anti-dumping duty is withdrawn on the 


I. FINAL FINDINGS 


68. The Authority after considering the foregoing concludes that: 

a. Subject goods originating in or exported from subject countries have been 
exported to India below their norma! value, resulting in dumping: 

b. The domestic industry has suffered material injury due to dumped imports; 

c. And discontinuation of anti-dumping duties on the subject goods from subject 
countries may result in continuance of dumping and continuance or intensification 
of injury to the domestic industry. 


J. Indian industry’s interest & other issues 

69. The Authority recognizes that the imposition of anti dumping duties might affect the 
price levels of the product in India. However, fair competition on the Indian market will not 
be reduced by the anti dumping measures. On the contrary, imposition of anti dumping 
measures would remove the unfair advantages gained by dumping practices, would 
prevent the decline of the domestic Industry and help maintain availability of wider choice 
to the consumers of subject goods. The Authority notes that the imposition of anti 
dumping measures would not restrict imports from subject countries In any way, and 
therefore, would not affect the availability of the product to the consumers. The 
consumers could still maintain two or even more sources of supply 

70. The purpose of anti-dumping duties, in general, is to eliminate injury caused to the 
Domestic Industry by the unfair trade practices of dumping so as to re-establish a 
situation of open and fair competition in the Indian market, which is in the general interest 
of the country. Imposition of anti-dumping measures would not restrict imports from the 
subject countries in any way, and, therefore, would not affect the availability of the 
products to the consumers. 
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K. Recommendations 

71. In view of positive determination of likelihood of dumping and injury on account of 
imports from subject countries the Authority is of the opinion that continuation of the 
measure is required against imports from subject countries. However, considering the 
current level of dumping from subject countries and injury suffered by the domestic 
industry, the Authority is of the opinion that the measure in force needs to be revised. 
Therefore, Authority considers it necessary and recommends anti-dumping duty on 
imports of subject goods from subject countries in the form and manner described 
hereunder. 

72. Having regard to the lesser duty rule followed by the authority, the Authority 
recommends imposition of definitive anti-dumping duty equal to the margin of dumping or 
margin of injury whichever is lesser, so as to remove the injury to the domestic industry. 
The Authority recommends continuation of definitive antidumping duty, on all imports of 
subject goods originating in or exported from Russia and Saudi Arabia, as indicated in 
Col 8 of the table below. 


SI. 

No. 

Tariff Item 

Description 
of Goods 

Country of Origin 

Country of 

Export 

Producer 

Exporter 

Amount 

Unit of 
Measu 
rement 

Currency 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1. 

29212901 

Hexamine 

Russia 

Russia 

Any 

Any 

201.70 

MT 

US$ 

2. 

29212901 

Hexamine 

Russia 

Any other than 
Russia 

Any 

Any 

201.70 

MT 

US$ 

3. 

29212901 

Hexamine 


Russia 

Any 

Any 

201.70 

MT 

US$ 

4. 

29212901 

Hexamine 

Saudi Arabia 

Saudi Arabia 

Any 

Any 

145.29 

MT 

US$ 

5. 

29212901 

Hexamine 

Saudi Arabia 

Any other than 
Saudi Arabia 

Any 

Any 

145.29 

MT 

US$ 

6. 

29212901 

Hexamine 


Saudi Arabia 

Any 

Any 

145.29 

MT 

US$ 


73. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as 
determined by Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except 
duties levied under Sections 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

74. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service tax 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Act. 

R. GOPALAN, Designated Authority 
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